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PREFACE. 



In yielding to the many suggestions which have 
induced me to send the following pages to the press, it 
seems neceissary that I shoiild state briefly both the 
motives by which I have been actuated, and the ends 
which ' I have, desired to coinpass* That I have not 
sought the honours of authorship, whatever they may 
be, iniisi be inanifest from the nature and diaiacter of 
the production, a production to which, if t}nly the merit 
of fidelity and perspicuity be awarded, all the success 
will be secured which I could possibly anticipate, or the 
work itself possibly merit. As however, in my prepa- 
ratory studies and subsequent examination for Holy 
Orders, 1 experienced much advantage in compiling the 
following pages, it seemed to me that they might not be 
wholly without use when placed in the hands of others; 
that they might possibly aid the student and the junior 
branches of society, in the study of that portion of the 
Scriptutes of which they treat, as well as furnish the 
individual Christian and the fSeiniily circle; with A sdrt 
of text book in their devotional researches* 

My first motive, then, has been to endeavour to draw 
attention to that kind of investigation of the Scriptures, 
which the original of these pages at once so clearly 
illustrates, and so ably sustains; for unhappily our lot 
has not been cast in those days, when any species or 
modification of evidence to the truth of Christianity can 
safety, or even innocently be dispensed with. But it 
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VI PREFACE. 

Of the system I have adopted, and the manner in 
which I have executed my task, I shall say nothing. 
Censure and praise are only raluable as they nre justly 
awarded ; and while I write not lor the one, I d^ire not 
to deprecate the other. For the nndertaktiig I would only 
say, — but let it be understood in the absence of all vain- 
glorious boasting — " Fiat jusiitiar At any rate, one 
chief end will be answered, should I only have drawn 
a more general attention to the evidence of* which the 
subject is capable. 

But if, under the divine blessing, some who haive been 
confirmed in their baptismal engagements, and dre en- 
tering upon their Christian life, — some who are* not 
grounded and settled in the faith,.but are halting be- 
tween two opinions, — shall be led to a perusal. and 
scrutiny of the subject: if the pious Christian will put 
it into the hands of the objector against Christianity; 
and particularly into the hands of their younger friends* 
to fortify them against attacks, then might I hope that 
it may be made instrumental in .helping each in a most 
important inquiry, — that it may lead them on to convic* 
lion, and from both, to a lasting reception of the truth 
as it ia in Jesus. One such result will repay, and more 
than repay, the labour and wishes of the author. 

C. W. 

Oraoesendf Xatemheti 1896. 
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CHAPTER L 

£3CPOSltlON OF THE ARGUSfE^ft. 

' The Scriptures contain thirteen letters claiming to be 
St. Paurs ; as also a book, professing, among othier things, 
to deliver memoirs of that person. Assuming the genuine*, 
ness of the letters, the substantial truth of the history (the 
first thing to be ascertained in an historical inquiry) may be 
proved: or, assuming the truth of the history, we have a 
strong argument for the genuineness of the letters. Neither 
assumption however is made here. The letters and the his- 
tory (treated as if destitute of all extrinsic evidence), are 
compared together, and from this Comparison, good reason is 
afForded for believing the persons and transactions to have 
been real, the letters anthentic, and the narrative true. 

Now, conformity between the reputed letters and received 
memoirs of an ancient author, does not necessarily authen* 
ticate either 7 for, 
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8 EXPOSITION Oif 

First — Tlie history may be composed from the letters, 
(e. g. Middleton's Life of Cicero, or Jortin's Life of Eras« 
mus), and then the history adds no weight. Or, 

Secondly^-^The letters may have been fabricated out of 
the history ; and here, altiiongh conformity is produced^ the 
letters are n o additional authority* O r, 

Thirdly—The history and letters may rest on a common 
authority; e. g. traditions, or ancient records, consulted by the 
writers of both ; and here again conformity may be preserved, 
but without either the letters beinggenuine, or the history trac« 

A conformity, therefore, to be relied on, must exclude 
these three suppositions, for in all these it arises from design; 
a design, difTering, it is true, in its character in the various 
cases supposed, but still in all design. Now, conformity in 
ancient writings, to give them a character of truth, must be 
undesigned^ a test which applies to everyj supposition. 
For, whether we suppose the history true, but the letters 
spurious; the letters genuine, but the history false ; or the 
history a fable and the letters fictitious, in each case either 
they will disagree, or their agreement will arise from design, 

Undesignedness^ then, is theground«work on which our ar- 
gument chiefly depends. And the more minute, circuitous, or 
oblique, may be the coincidences we adduce, the more force 
and propriety will belong to them ; for their opposites— 
broad, obvious, explicit agreements can prove little ; such, 
although they will probably occur in genuine writings, be- 
ing the ordinary expedients of every forger* Let it too be 
borne in mind, that it is one thing to be minute^ another to 
be precarious ; one thing to be unobserved^ another to be 
obscure ; one to be circuitous or obliquCf another to be 
forced^ dubious^ or fanciJuL 
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Twa attempts to counterfeit St. Paul's Epbtlair fiave come 
di&wn tons; the oneaa Epistle to the Laodiceans, the. other 
a Reply to an Epistle from the Chuvch of Corinth. All that 
it is necessary to observe here on these manifest forgeries^ is, 
that they do not afford those coincidences without design^ 
which we propose, as proofs of authenticity in the Epistles 
we defend. 

I would subjoin, that the seyeral instances of agreement 
in the following pages, are independent of one another ; and 
hence, that should any one instance seem unsatisfactory, 
(for the degree of probability in each is, of course, Tery 
different,) it may be dismissed without prejudice to any 
other* ThM thecoineidencesalso discovered in som&^istles 
are fower and weaker than those supplied by others ; but 
^i|(; important circumstance should be kept In Tiew^ that 
whatever ascertains the original of one epistle, does« in 
'Some measure, on many grounds (e. g. the diction^ the sin- 
gularities of style^-*altogether unaffected, the involved argu- 
mentation, frequent obscurities, piety, vehemence, affection, 
bursts of rapture, and of unaffected sublimity), establish the 
authority of the rest* 

The proper purpose of the following work is, to bring 
together from the Acts of the Apostles, and from the different 
Epistles of St. Paul, such passages as furnish examples of 
undesigned coincidence. I have, however, to strengthen the 
conclusion, somewhat enlarged upon this plan ; have taken 
in cireumstances found in the Epistles, though not strictly 
objects of comparison ; and have explained the difficulties 
wUch presctnted themselves. I will only add, that this, is a 
view in which the subject has not, to my knowledge, been 
proposed or considered before ; and if what is here offered, 
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10 THE EPISTLE TO 

shali add one thread to that complication of prothahiUties by 
which the Chriatian History is attested, the reader's atten- 
tion will be repaid by the supreme importiUiGe of the suli^jecl, 
and my design will be fully answered. 



CHAPTER II. 

TiHE EFISTLE TO THE ROMANS. 

No. 1. 

Rom. zv. ^5, 26. Here ^bree distinct circumstances are 

stated, a contribution m Macedonia^ 
and a contribution in Jchaia for the Christians of Jerusalem, 
and an intended Journey of St. Paul to Jerusalem; and these 
three are mentioned as taking place at one and the same 
time; and that time, when the Epistle was written. Are 
these circumstances found elsewhere, and if found, do they 
meet together as to date? 

Acts XX. 2, 3. We have the journey to Jerusalem, but 

not a syllable of a contribution; while 
xxiT. 17 — 1 9. mentions a contribution^ but is silent 

as to the p/aoe. Now • 
I Cor.^zvi. 1-— 4. fixes a contribution at Corinth^ the 

capital of Jchaia^ for the Christians of 
Jerusalem, and hints the possibility of a visit from St. Paul 
to that place. Still there is nothing about Macedonia. But 
2 Cor. viii. 1 — 4. ) the churches of Macedonia are intro. 
ix. 2. ) duced, and in connexion with a con- 
tribution also. 
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Thus all the circumBtances brought together in the Ro» 
mans, arc at length obtained ; and each bj some hint in the 
passage, or by the date of the writing in which the passage 
occurs, fixed to a particular time, and that time, in all, the 
9ame^ yiz. towards the close of St. PauPs second yisit to 
Greece. Now does this conformity look like a forgery ? Is 
the passage^ from the Romans foisted in for an extraneous 
purpose? or rather, does it not stand perfectly natural in 
connexion with its context ? If so, that sueh a coincidence 
is the effect of design^ is in the highest degree improbable. 

No. 2. 

As to the Time of (he Epistle. 

Rom. Xyi. 21 — 23. Seven persons named. 
Acts XX. 4. Three only of the seven mentioned. 

Now, due regard being had to the 
respective dates and other circumstances of the two writings, 
the conformity is as great as might be expected from reality^ 
though less, I think, than would have been produced by 
design ; for fraud would more probably have made the cata- 
logue complete in the latter quotation, to preserve appear- 
ances* Here then the discrepancy as well as the conformity, 
so far as it goes, negatives the idea of design. Again, 

Rom. xvi. 3. Greet Priscilla and Aquila, and this in 

the Epistle to the Romans; but 
Actsz?iii. 2* Priscilla and Aquila were, by impli. 

cation, originally inhabitants of Rome^ 
and therefore were connected with the place to which the 
salutations are sent* This is one coincidence ; another is 

B 3 
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Acts XTuL 19-«*36. Aqaila and Priscilla winre settled at 

EphesuS} and . 

1 Cor«x?i« 10. were there with St. Paul, when he 

y9jotB the 1st Corinthians. Whence 
the Epistle to the Romans is clearly posterior to the Epistle 
to the Corinthians; allowing the period, comprehending 
St. Paul's residence at Ephesus, his progress thy>ugh Mace« 
donia, and hb three months stay in Greece, in which AquUa 
and Priscilla might return to Rome. And this date for the 
Epistle to the Romans, synchronises with that supposed in 
the last number ; while every other supposition as to dates, 
is untenable. But does this so oblique coincidence saTour 
of dengn ? 

As regards Aquila and Priscilla we have another agree- 
ment. 

Rom. xyi. 3-^4. Paul's commendation: 1st. Why called 

'^ helpers in Christ"? 2ndly. How 
were their lives exposed ? 3rdly. Why deserving of thanks 
from the Gentile churches ? Read 

Acts xviii. and we find, 1st. that Paul abode with 

themy and they departed with him : 
hence, 2ndly. it is fairly inferred, that they were exposed to 
the same persecutions, (see yer. 12.) and 3rd)y, they were 
JewSy (ver. %) taking part with Gentiles, 

As to the Place of the Epistle. 

Rom. xvi. 23. Refers to some city from whence St. 

Paul was writing. What city? The 
time at which the Epistle to the Romans was written, we 
have seen to be during St. Paul's second visit to Greece. 
The^r^^ Epistle to the Corinthians (xvi- 3. speaks of a collcc- 
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ikmgoit^on in Cdrintli, tkisEpistie^ speaks of its bUngeom^ 
plete / heDce St« Paul was either then writing from Corinth^ 
or he had alrcadj been there a second time* Again, in this 
Bplstle St Paul speaks of an instant journey to Jerusalem^ 
while Acts xz. 3« states his design to have been to journey 
to Jerusalem immediately from Greece. From whai city 
then so probably as from Corinth^ especially as both the 
Epistles to the Corinthians show, that the ^htef end of his 
visiting Greece was to Tisit Corinth? How probable then, 
that this city, not namedy was Corinth. But 

S Tim. i?. 20. <^ Erastus abode at Corinth.^' Is this 

design ? Would not the writer of the 
Epistle to the Romans^ if he had designed this coincidence, 
have stated plainly that it was Corinth of which Erastus was 
the Chamberlain, and not have left so much to be inferred ? 
Again, 

Rom. ZTi. 1-—S. Why commend a servant of the church 

of Cenchrea? Cenchrea then must 
have been in the neighbourhood of the place whence the 
Apostle wrote 1^ In the last number^ it was inferred that 
St. Paul wrote from Corinth. Now Cenchrea adjoined 
Corinth, and moreover 

Acts zviii. 18. St. Paul had visited the place. 

Do the circumstances here look like 
fiction, or does the coincidence appear in the slightest degree 
designed? 

No. 3. 

Rom. i. 13. ^' St. Paul oftentimes proposed to visit 

the Romans.^ 

XV. 23, 24. ^' these many years (veXXai, often. 

times) *' 



14 THE BPI8TLE TO 

Now from the supposed date of tbe Epistle, these were 
written nt the conclusion of St. Paul's second journey into 
Greece. Compare 

Acts six. 21* spoken at Ephesus, before he set for* 

ward on that journey. 

Is it possible for these to be two independent fictions ? The 
conformity between the history and the Epistle is perfect. In 
the qubtation from the Epistle (written after the history ), 
we see that hb purpose had been of long standing. Accord* 
ingly, in the history we find that purpose inserted. In the 
history the entire plan of journey is laid down ; in the 
Epistle (subsequently written ), the portion only still unac- 
complished, is mentioned* Nor' were the accounts made up 
Irom one another : if the passage from the Epistle were taken 
from the Acts, why was Spain pat in ? And if vice versa, 
why was Spain left out ? But if these two passages were 
unknown to eUch other, nothing but truth can accomit for 
the conformity. 

No.4. 

Geographicai Coincidence, 

Rom. XT. 19. ^^ Round about unto Illyribum," (aro 

Ilpot;c^«^l)jM, &c.) not necessarily mean* 
ing into Illyricum, hut unto the confines of Illyricum. Now 
Illyricum joins upon Macedonia. Read 

Acts XX. 3. whence there is CTery probability that 

St. Pan], ''going over Macedonia,^^ 
had closely approached, if he did not enter Illyricum. 



THE ROMANS. 16 

The aFgument is strengtluekied hy the coincidence of Hme. 
It must haTe been in St. Paul's ««conJ journey that heap, 
proached Illyricum, for his first kept him at a distaiie^ from 
it. But it was this, his second journey^ that immediately 
preceded the' writing of our Epistle ;. and what more iiafural 
than that he ^auld refer to the journey fresh in his 
thoughts ? 

No. 5. 

Rom. XT. 30. 1 In both these the samo journey is 
Acts XX. 2^9 23* ) spoken of, and in both under the same 

feelings ; bat still without that exact 
resemblance which would mark either as: a copy. If in the 
Epistle, written at the outset, his language is rather more of 
hope than we find in the histary, what is more natural than 
that, as he proceeded, his spirit should fiag, when probably 
each advance only added to the prophetic intimation of 
bonds to which he refers, and which we know him to hare 
subsequently receiyed (Acts xxi. 4. and xxi. 11.) at Tyr© 
and Caesarea. 

No. .6. 

Rom. XT. 30 — 39. Contains expectations and prayers^which 

Acts,theseYencon-^ we know were never realized. Now 

eluding chapters. 3 were the Epistle . a forgery, would 

the author, with the Acts before him, 
iKife permitted this discrepancy. ? This alone proves the 

» 

absence of all confederacy, and that all coincidence between 
the history and the Epistles is unsophisticated, and results 
from truth. 
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No. 7. 

Tliere is a cotifonnii7 between the argument of this Epistle 
and the history of its reputed author : the object of the 
argumentatire part of theEpbtie, is to place the Oentile con* 
neri on a parity of sitttatidn with the Jewish convert^ in 
respect of religiods condition and rank, in the diyinefarottr; 
while St. Paul's history clearly shows him to have been the 
Apostle of the Gentiles, Again, 
Actsxzi. 10—21. the charge against St. Paul by the 

church at Jerusalem, is ei^tly what 
the teaching of this Epistle might challenge j while hit re- 
ception there was exactly what the author of such an epistle 
might expect. I argue, therefore, that a separate narrative 
of .effects experienced by St» Paul,, similar to what a perscpn 
might be expected to experience who- hddr the doctrines ad. 
yanoed in this Epistle, forms a proof that he did hold these 
doctrines ; and that the Epistle bearing his name, in which 
such doctrines are laid down, actually proceeded from him. 

No. 8. 

There are two particulars in the conduct of the argument 
adapted to the historical circumstances under which our 
Epistle was written, and both perfectly free from design. 

(I) 

Epistle, to Romans. The church of Galatta was founded by 
Do* to Galatians. St. Paul, but at Rome he had never 

been. Now the subject of both these 
-Epktleft is the same, but the manner of treating it, exactly 
corresponds with this difference in the Apostle's position. 
Thus, 
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Gal. 1.6. 11, 12. ) He puts the point upon authority ^ 
iv. 11, 1^ 20. / Galatia had been the scene of his per* 
T. 3, 8* ^ sonal ministry; but 

Rom. passim. He puts the same points entirely upon 

argument / for at Rome his authority 
was not established, nor his person known* 

(II.) 

Compare 

Rom. ii. 28,29. with Rom. iii. 1, 2. "^ At Rome, wbera 

iii* 28. iii. 31. m there were rery many 

▼ii* 6. vii. 7. f Jews, probably the 

viii. 3. ix. 1 — 5.£ major part . of the 

ix. 31, 32. X. 1,2. m Christian converts 

X. 20, 21. ^ xi. 1, 2. y were of that nation. 

In an epistle to a church so constituted, St* Paul would 

naturally striye to reconcile the Jewish conrerts to the new 

Gentile privileges. Accordingly St. Paul nercr mentions 

anything derogatory to Judaism, but he immediately subjoins 

a softening clause. 

These yarious texts, and the whole of the 11th chapter, 
are calculated at once to soothe the Jeuish converts, and to 
challenge respect in the Gentile converts for Jewish iastitu* 
tions. Now all this is perfectly natural, — ^a Jew writing to 
Jews, a real St. Paul writing to real converts. But a cold 
forgery could scarcely have conceived all this, or have 
executed it if conceived. It is not palpable enough for 
design^ 
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CHAPTER lit. 

» A 

THE FIRST EPISTIrE TO THE CORtNTHIAKS. 

No, 1. 

From the Epistle it appears (ch. yii. 1.) that this W2is a 
reply to a letter receiTed by St. Paul from the church of 
Corinth. Accordingly th/a 7th and several of the following 
cb^ters, are devoted to resolving difficulties and answering 
inquiries. Now what could be more natural than such a 
correspondence, under the real circumstances of the infant 
church ? But surely it were far fetched for de^gn, Be- 
sides, the subjects and their subdivtsions are so minute and 
so numerous, that nothing but reality could have suggested 
them* 

« Again the f^istle notices several irregularities and enor<» 
mities, which St. Paul had manifestly not learned from their 
letter, e. g. ch. i. 11. v. 1. id. 18. and ch. vi. concerning 
their litigiousness, the repli; to the letter beginniug with the 
7th chapter : in each case these had been reported to him 
through other channels than their own letter. What, how. 
ever,' is more natural or probable than that their own Epistle 
should speak to the fair side of the question, and conceal 
the faults ? But would this have suggested itself to the 
author of a forgery ; or, if designed, would it , haTe been 
introduced so obliquely, left as it were to be worQied out, 
«nd that only by close attention ? 
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No. «. 

# 

TiM£ and Place of the Epistle* 

1 Cor. ii. ]. St. Paul then de/or^ writing this had 

been to Corinth, and 
iy. 19. \ was on the eve of another visit. Now 

xvi. 5. ^ from 

Acts xy ill. at lengthy > St. Paul did yisit Corinth twice; and 
and xz. briefly, ' the time of the Epistle therefore, is 

inferred to haye been just before the 
secondYmt 
Acts XX. I . St. i'aul it appears in his second journey 

proceeded from EpkesuSy, just before 

which journey the Epistle purports to have been written, 

and before which also he resided for two yean at Ephesus» 

I conclude therefore that the Epistle was written from 

Ephesus, Now eyery note of place in the Epistle agrees 

with this supposition drawn from the history* Thus : 

1 Cor. xy. 3% clearly implies as much. Thus, again, 

xyi. 10. ^^ Asia," in the Acts and the Epistles, 

always meaning Lydian Asia^ of which 

Ephesus was the capital. Again, 

xyi. 19. That Aquila and Priscilla were, at this 

time, Ki Ephesus J (Acts xyiii. 18, 26.) 

xyi. 8* is also a fair inference that St. Paul 

wrote from Ephesus; while 

1 Cor. xyi. 9. corresponds with the state of things 

there, (Acts six* 20, 26.) ; and com* 
pare with the former part of the Acts six. 9. the latter 
part of 
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UCor. xri. 9* and altogether we have f^ perfect con* 

formity,— the place of the Epistle was 
Epkesus. If any one should saj that all this is the prodact 
of design, let him read the Epistle, and then let him say 
nrhether the notes of time and place^ on which this confor- 
mity rests, seem in any way to hare been foisted in. 

No. 3. 

1 Cor. iy. 17 — 19. ) It appears from the history, indepen* 
Acts ziz. ily 22. 5 dent of the Epistle, that Timothy was 

sent into Achaia^ although only Mace- 
donia is mentioned; for his journey was connected with 
St. Paul's, ^^ he sent them before Atm," and St. Paul did 
risit Achaia. If so, the two accounts agree, evidently how. 
ever without <fe«tg'fi,-^design would hare specifically named 
Achaia, Again, the same order of thought and intention 
is found both in the history and the Epistle, but so varied at 
the same time, as to negative at once the idea of confederacy. 
If either were copied, why is the name of Erastus, admitted 
in the oncj omitted in the other ? 

No. 4. 

1 Cor. iv. 17* Hence Timothy was sent to Corinth, 

either with the Epistle, or before it — 
xvi. 10, 11. not CDfV&it, or St. Paul would not have 

said in it, ** if Timothy come;" 
Timothy mast therefore have left St. Faul before the letter 
left. But St Paul evidently expects the letter to reach 
Corinth before Timothy, for he instructs them how to treat 
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Mm 'f tf he corner. Sarelj then Ttmothy mnst hare takea 
an indirect road to Corinth. Now 

' Act9xix« 31. Timothy, when he left Ephesas, actu. 

ally went round through Macedonia^ 
What a critical agreement hare we liere I ' ^ That it was not 
designed is clear ; for the Epistle does not mention Timothy's 
jottrney to Macedonia at all ; and yet by such a circoit alone 
can the two passages be reconciled. 

No. 5. 

1 Cor. u !%• St. Paul then had been at Corinth be- 

fore Apollos, and 
Hi. 6. Apollos had been at Corinth before 

the writing of the Epistle, Now 
Acts ZTiii. 1 9-^23. gives St. PauPs progress ; during which, 

and in the interval of St. Paul's first 
and second visit to Corinth, and therefore before the writing 
of the Epistle^ we find that 
Acts zvlii* i7, 28« Apollos was in Achaia (of which Co- 
rinth was the capital), and 
xix. 1. in Corinth expressly by name. 

Here the chronology of the Epistle and the history, ex. 
actly coincides; and the allusions, made for purposes so 
remote and independent, evidently fix the order of time and 
events without the writer's design. 

No. 6. 

1 Cor. iv. 11, 12* ^^ Even unto this present hour," and 

therefore at Ephesus^ where he was 
c 2 
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writing. Now where the transactions of St Panl at Eph9$u$ 
are detailed. 
Acts six. the histoiy is quite silent on this point ; 

but 
zx« 33) 34. where St. Paul addresses the elders of 

Epkesus at Miletus, he expressly re- 
minds them of the fact. Now if the history in ch. xix. had 
been copied from the Epistle, the fact would hare been stated 
there in its place, in the direct account of St. Paul at 
Ephesns, and not, by a kind of reflected stroke, hare been 
inserted in ch. zx. The allusion, especially as to time, is 
too oblique and general to have rben out of design^ 



No. 7. 

1 Cor. ix. 20. The disposition here described, is ex- 

emplified in 
Actsxri. 3. before the Epistle was written, and in 

xzi. 23—26. qfter it. Nor is this design; St. Paul 

avows this accommodating character in 
many more cases, (e. g. ch. ix. 20. et scq.) and not towards 
the Jews only ; but the instances in the Acts relate solely to 
the Jews. Now if the coincidence had been designed^ 
should we haye had them so much enlarged on in the Epistle? 
Would they not have been equally limited ? 

No. 8. 

1 Cor. i. 14 — 17. Why were these person's particularized 

by the Apostles personally baptizing 
them ? One might naturally infer that they were persons in 
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some sort distingmslied. In conformity with this idea, we 
find 
Acts zTiii. 8. that Crispus was a chief ruler of the 

synagogue; 
Rofn. xri. 23* Gidns was St. Paul's host at Corinth, and 

the host ^^ of the whole church" ; and 
1 Cor. zvi. 1 5. Stephanus was the first fruits of Achaia. 

Now where can there be greater pro* 
priety than this i Tet where a propriety more free from 
deiignf 



No. 9. 

« 

1 Cor. z:?i« 10, 11* Why despise him i What a probable 

solution we haye in 
I Tim. ir. 12. Timothy was youngs perhaps younger 

than the majority of the then Christian - 
ministers. But was this agreement designed? 

No; \0\ 

1 Cor. x?L 1. Why the churches of GdUUia^ Sti Paul* 

writing.from Ephesus 9 

Acts ZTiii. 23. > Galatia and Phrygia were the last 
ziz. 1. 3 churches which he yisited before writ- 
ing this Epistle. How natural then 
the reference ! MoreoTCr, 

Gal. ii. 10. we haye a hint that St. Paul had not 

been silent on the subject of a con. 
tribution there. 
c3. 
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No. 11. 

1 Cor. IT. 18. Why <^ would not come*'? Becaase 
2Cor. i. 15. he had already disappointed them; 

for not only had the Apostle been 

^' mioded** to lisit them, but he had gWen them his word — 

3 Cor. i. 18. ^^ Our word toward you," Sec, and 

hence naturally the expectation. 

No. 12. 

1 Cor. Y. 7, 8. Might not this reflection be very ap- 
propriately suggested at or about the 
time of the Passorer ? Now it is implied, 
1 Cor. XTi. 8. that the Epistle was written before 

Pentecost ; and compare with this 
XYi. 6. and it would seem to haTC been writ- 

ten between the winter and Pentecost ; 
for since St. Paul assuredly would (^' I will") stay orer 
Pentecost, and only might possibly (^< it may be," &c.) 
abide the winter ; the winter here intended was of course 
subsequent to the Pentecost, and being spoken of as the en- 
suing winter, it b of course implied that he wrote after the 
winter immediately preceding the Pentecost, or between the 
winter and Pentecost^ that is, at or about the season of the 
Passover* How natural and appropriate then the reflection ! 
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CHAPTER IV. 

THE SXCOlfO BFISTIiE TO THE COBllfTHIAN*. 

No. I. 

(I.) 

Compare together the two Epistles to the CoriDthians. 
1 Cor. xtI. 5. St. Paul would pass through Mace- 
donia, and from 

2 Cor. ix. 2 — 4. he is clearly inferred to be there, 

though the passage was eridently never 
written for the purpose of stating such to be the case. Again, 

3 Cor. ii. 12, 13. though Macedonia is named, it is 

clearly for another purpose than that 

of shewing St. Paul to be there ; and ot 

tU. 4— 6* ' the same may be as truly said. In all 

howcTer there is coincidence; can itpos* 
sibly be said that it arises from design f 

(II.) 

1 Cor. T. 1^-5. Such is St. PauPs denunciation and 

charge) while 
3 Cor. ii. 7, 8. we hare the sentence executed, and 

the Apostle's intercession. Is this a 

fiction ? MoreoTcr, 
viL 7—^9* we have the repentance of the church, 

and the natural feeling of exultation in 
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the Apostle (yer* 12.) on the occasion* Is this too without 
fomidaiion ; or is it all designed? 

(UI.) 

1 Cor. zvi. !• A collection is recommended at Co* 

rinth, and 

2 Cor. ix. l^S. the collection is ready, and this is 

nataral enough. But 

Tiii. 10. y it was ^^ ready a year ago^'' and though 

ix, 2. 5 evidently 

ix. 5. not yet collected^ 

riii. 11. > they are exhorted to the duty. Now 

ix. 7« ^ what supposition can reconcile all 
this, — that they had been charged to 
make a collection, that the money had been long ready, that 
neyertheless it was still uncollected ? What, but precisely 
that which the first Epistle authorizes, viz. that each had laid 
by in store as exhorted to do by the Apostle. Again, can 
all this have been designed? Let any one examine these 
allusions and coincidences ; and while he must acknowledge 
them to be such as would spontaneously rise to the hand of 
the writer if all were real, he will find no possible reason to 
suspect that they were insertions^ merely introduced to 
promote a fraud. 

No. 2. 

Compjwre the Second Epistle to the Corinthians with the 

Acts.— 

2 Cor. Here Titus bears a conspicuous party 

and is frequently named. 
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Acts. Here his name is not onoe mentioiied., 

3 Cor. si* 24. St. Paul eaainerates his sofferkigs^ but 

which, from his history in 
Acts cannot be made ont. Again, if ve 

compare 
3 Cor. zi. 32) $3j\ though we find them agreeing in the 
with >main facts, such diflferences occur as 

Acts ix. 23—25. ) to negatiye the idea of either being de» 

rived from the other. Now if we are 
astbfied that, of these fwo cbmpositions, the oile wa^ not 
known to the writer of the oth^, nor consulted by him, 
(and surely these instances suggest and bear out such an 
idea); then^ whaterer coincidences may be collected from 
them, cannot possibly be attributed to design^ bat must 
simply result from truth. 

No. 3. 

Acts xix. 9&. et seq. Such, was the escape of the Apostle 

froui Ephesusy whence 
XX. 1. he departed to Macedonia, and from 

which place he writes 
2 Cor. i. 3—^10. the most natui^al conceivable sequel to 

such adeliverance. There is just enough 
to show that it was to thb affiiir at i^ihesus that he refers, 
when in 

5t Cor. i. 8* he mentiotts ^^ our trouNe wUchcame 

upon ms in Ariaf^ but there is no. 
thing m<»re— nodiing that speaks a toff or a for^eiy, or 
dedgn. For these, far too much is omitted in the i^tle^ 
It may seem that the history does not justify St Paul's ap. 
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prehension for bin personal safety, which he avows in the 
Epistle; but although the exact danger is not specified 
there, if the circumstances are attentiTclj considered, he 
could not but have been placed in extreme jeopardy-— 
'^ have despaired e?en of life." 



No. 4. 

2 Cor. I. 15, 16. St. Paul's original intention then was 

to visit Corinth, in his way to Macem 
donia^ but subsequently he determined to visit Macedonia 
Jirst. And here we have a conformity between the Epistle 
and the history, which, though not obvtons, is dose and 
exact: it is this, that St Paul's altered determination, 
though only expressly mentioned in ihe second Epbtle, appears 
both from the history and this second Epistle, to have been 
formed prior to his writing his^r^^ Epistle ; and yet appears 
in neither but as. an inference j which at once negatives 
design. First, by comparing the history with the JirH 
Epistle: 
Actsxix. 21. ^ St. Paul's resolution to pass ^rfl 
XX. 1, 2. 3 through Macedonia, and thence to 

Greece, was formed then before the 
sending of Timothy; Macedonia and then Achaia being 
the order of the route. But 

1 Cor. iv* 17. Timothy was sent from Ephesus before 

ihejlrst Epistle was written^ and con* 
sequently St» Paul's change of route was befere the writing 
ofthe first Epistle. 

Next, from the second Episde, we have 
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It Cor, L 16. St Paul's original iateatioii of Tisitiog 

A^uain the way to Macedonia; bnt In 
83, he discloses the canse of the change, 

proceeding wlth«^ 
ii. 1— -6« Now bere^ mark particularly in yer. 3. 
^' and I wrote this »amc unto you ;^* 
and in yer. 4. ^^1 wrote unto you with many tears^^^ and ex- 
amining the context, ^oes it not follow that the writing here 
mentioned was posterior to the change in the Apostle's 
intention ? Moreover, that this ^^ writing" was (he first 
Epistle to the Corinthians, we may safely infer, since from 
these two clauses, manifestly belonging to one and the same 
writing, he goes on to advert to a circumstance found in the 
Jirst Epistle^ vis. the case of the incestuous person. Hence 
again, then, the first Epistle was written posterior to the 
Apostle's altered purpose. But surely this conformity is 
quite ont of the reach of design ! The junction of two 
conclusions, deduced from independent sources, and deduclble 
only by close investigation and comparison, is not the mark 
of forgery* Morever, if all this be true, it clears up a sin* 
gularity in 1 Cor. xvi. 5 ; the supplemental sentence, *' for 
I do pass through Macedonia," clearly importing that there 
had been some communication as well as doubt on the sub- 
ject. It also confirms the conjecture in a previous number 
(Chap. ill. No. 11.) concemiug the doubt bs to the Apostle's 
again visiting Corinth. 

No. 5. 

If, before writing the first Epistle, St. Paul had changed 
his purpose, why did he defer his explanation till writing the 
second? Because the painful severities which he must have 
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iiiflieted on tMr dbordorif state made Um first try the efihct 
of an anthoHtative letter. Bnl surely to ditnlge this at 
oniiej wotild faUTe been almost an attempt to thwart his 
scheme. The time to tell it was when it had succeeded, and 
accordingly, in due season, the whole b cleat^i-ii^; and in 
3 Cor. irii.0, 7|ll.'^We hate the motive^ the «c&e»>>9, and 
ii. 1, t. ^the effects produced*- But surely ali 
3* ^this Could only result from real cir» 

'9. Jctimstances and is as far as possible 

removed from fiction or imposture. 



3 Cor. zi. 9. 



ActsxTiii. 1 — 6. 



No. 6. 

It was then daring St. Paul's first visit 
at Corinth that the brethren came 
froni Macedonia. With this compare 
and the agreement is explicit. 



No. 7. 



Acts XTiii. 5. Silas and Timotheus assisted Paut^in 

preaching the Grospel at Corinth. Now 
with this compare 
2 Cor. i. 19. and should the agreement seem too 

obvious, bear in mind the discrepan. 
cies, especially of No. % which entirely negative the idea of 
the writer of the Epistle having consulted the history. Even 
here, however, there is a discrepancy, scarcely to be ac* 
counted for if either were copied. Thus, in the Acts we 
readSUas^ in the Epistle Sihanusf but that they were the 
same person, compare 1 Thess. i. i. with Acts xvii. 10. 
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No. 8. 

!i Cox. Uv 139 Ur To esUblUb a cooformitj vi'iih th^ 

history here^ we Mve only to presume 

ib$t St Fl^ul, iQ hb journey lo and from Greece, passed o?er 

the same rQudf for on his refun from Macedonia to 

Ephesus, 

Apts xx. 6« we fiad him at Troas. Troas there^'^ 

fore was in the, way between Ephesus 
and Macedonia ; and while the Epistle represents St. Paul 
as stopping thier-a in one journey) the history makes him do 
aa in Ae other* Now how probable is it that he stopped on 
Mh; for, bow aalnra)) when in the ^r;^ journey he writes^ 
^^ a do0r is <^n^, unto me of the Lord," that we should 
find him» IP tha ^tfcotic/, ^^ preaching to a congregqfion of 
disciples." Now this is a conformiiy evidently without 
ik$ign; for it is not a confoirviity of term8> but ofprobt^bi'- 
iii$€8 ; aad therefore, as far as.it goes, more valuaf^le^ ^ 

No. ». ' ' '■ 

2 CoF. zi. 34) 95. These particulars cannpt. be extraeted 

from the history; another proof tha/t 
the Epistle is not a copy of the Acts. Yet they are consistent 
wish it, which) considering their minuteness, negatives als<> 
the idea of their being independent fictions. • 

First) there is no contradiction \ fet though 
SCor. xi.^5» recites three beatings with rods, and 
Acts x?i. 29. mentions onlyone) this is not a con«. 

tradiction but an omission. > To be 4 
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contradiction, tbe history should assert the greater, and the 
Kpbtle the less number ; the Epistle being written aobse- 
quentlj to that portion of the Acts. And the same may be 
said of the other omissfonS in the history. One clause, bow- 
ever, deserves especial remarlc, 
2 Cor. xi. 25» ^' Once was I stoned." Does the 

history relate more than one previons 

to the writing of the Epistle ? 
Acts xvi. 19. St. Paul was stoned at Lystra in Ly- 

caonia ; aiid in 
zir. 5, 6. we read that the Gentiles and Jews pre« 

pared to stone them ; and this too jprs or 

to the date of the Epistle. Still they were not stoned, but 

Acts xiv. 5, 6. being aware of their danger, they fled. 

How necessarily consbtent is truth, 
even on the brink of contradiction! Could such exact 
conforinity be prescrred by fiction ? 

Secondly, if omissions are found in the history, they arise 
from its very plan and fabric. The date of our Epistle syn» 
chronizes with the b^inning of the 20th chapter of Acts ; 
all, to which St. Paul here refers, therefore, must necessarily 
be included in the previous chapters. But the author of the 
history only joined St. Paul on his departure from Troas, 
{ch. xvi. 10.) we can therefore have only Jour chapters for 
a regular account of the Apostle^s life, i^oyr when we see 
a period of sixteen years crowded into three chapters, and 
those chapters moreover largely occupied by the recital of 
▼arious discourses; when a short summary of events the 
most important; large portions of time passed over la silence; 
and a whole joiirney despatched in four verses, (cb« xv.) are 
all that the history affords us,, can we wonder if we find 
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emi8^ion9 f^^'-mr ralher, do they not loiiAly i^ieakthe absence 
Bf.d$$ign 9 Would not a forger more probably ha?e supw 
pfied all these deficfenees I 

No. la 

2 Cor. ui. t« ^' As some others.'^ Compare with this 

Acts XTiii. 27. the commendation of ApoUos^ given 

just preTiojttS to the writing of thie 
Epistle, and given moreoTer 
xix. !• to CortWA itselfl 

No. 11. 

% Cor. xiii. l. Does this imply that St. Paul had 

been at Corinth ixBke before? If so, 
ali our foregoing arguments are OTertnmed. Bnt the his- 
tory not only does not record more than one previous visit 
to Corinth, but it does not allow us to suppose more, the 
Apostle's whole time being accounted for without it. All 
that the text implies is,. *^ this is the 

2 Cor. xii. 14. third time I am ready, prepared^ / 

intended coming to you.'* That it 
mean» thb, and only this, St. Paul evidently implies in 

2 Cor. xlii. 2. where his next visit would be but the 

second;, as idso in 
i. 15. where, if this were not so, why say a 

second^ and not rather a third benefit ? 
We have seen that he had visited Corinth once; we hare 

3 Cor. 1. 15* seen that he purposed a second visit, 

hut was prevented; we see him now 
d2 



34 THB. SECOND EMSTLB, ETC. 

purposing zoia£ber^ tatd Chnrefore tritly aad MtricUjf speftkiiig) 
(( ready a thini timet*' NoW| in hlltorfdal inquiries) a re* 
conciled inconsistency becomes a poaltife argiment ; firft, 
because an impostor generally guards against the appearance 
of an inconsistency; and secondly, because when apparent 
inconsistencies are disco?cnr6d, it is seldom that anything but 
truth can furnish the reconciliation. 



No. 14. 

2 Cor. X. 14~16. It is inhpliod that Corinth was hitherio 

the extremity of St. PanP^ travels. — 
Now from the history, in 
Acts xyi, xvii| and } St. Paul's only journey into Europe 
Xf iii ;. 3 before th^ writing of tliii Epistle^ he 

did stop a Corinth, thence returning 
into Syriiu Corintli therefoie wad the boundary and limit 
4>f his progress* Hera there k nothfag but truths there is fiol 
thb slightest appMirance of detign^ This quotaHon indeed 
offers an Indirect^ atid therefore tmsuspiclous, bat at <he 
same time a distinct and indubitable recognition of the 
truth and e&actness of the history. 
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CHAPTER V. 

THE EPISTLE TO THE GALATXiANSi 

No. U 

The argument of this Epistle partly proves its antiquity. 
It refers to the controversy conceruing the circamcision of< 
the Gentile converts, and whether a forgery or not, would 
surely only touch on controverted points while those points 
continued interesting. But such a controversy, from its 
very nature, was only likely to rise in the very infancy of 
Christianity; most probably while the Jewish polity conti- 
nued entire, and consequently before the invasion of*Titus. 
To this early period then does the argument itself date the 
Epistle. 

Again, the Epistle supposes certain designing adherents 
of the Jewish law to have been undermining the Apostle's 
work among the Galatic converts, and to have impeached 
the fidelity of hiji teaching. This supposition alone renders 
the Epistle intelligible. Accordingly we have St. Paul's 
indignanrt denial of unfaithfulness, and his appeals to hi« 
history to refute the suspicion. And in this so • natural a 
channel, the whole controversy runs. But does this look 
like design? Such a scheme is certainly possible, but dial 
IB all ; and to sobstitnte narrative- for argument, expostu- 
lation and complaint for controversial reasoning, is too in. 

D 3 
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tricate to be Hke Imposture. Impostare would much more 
probably have put a set dissertation on the point into the 
mouth of the Apostle. 

No. 2. 

(I.) This E{)istle and the Acts were written without com- 
munication with each other. 

(2.) The Epistle ncTertheless confirms the history by 
Tecital) implication, and_ reference. 

(1.) Examine passages in each which recite the same 
transaction. 



Acts ix. 19^-26. > Beside the difference observable in 
Gal. i. 15-^18. ) the terms and con^lexUm of these 

two accounts, if the Acts w^re copied 
from the Epistle, why should the journey to Arabia be left 
out ? — or if, vite versOj why should it be put in ? 

N, B. That " many days" may comprehend *' three 
years," Tide 1 Kings, xi. 38$ 39. 

Gal. li. 1. > The Epistle either speak« of this 

Actsxv.2. ) journey to Jerusalem, or of one. of 

which die history says nothing. If 
the first Btippoaition be true, the discrepancy is so great that 
it completely negatifes either being copied; if the latter^ 
the Epistle giTCS a circumstantial relation entirely emitted in 
ihe history: an omission this, utterly inexplicajile, aiUess 
th^ were two independent compositions. 

Gal. ii. 11. St. Peter's risit to Antioch not b^ng 

named in the Acts, supports the same 



Arj^^iAftQti^ : AjcNI lb ikta^ tlkt no. scrudny cm 4|ei$e(t^ 
iAtitiriltim eitlicar \U Aings •r words $ stni i^a cannot fctttte- 
lieTethut the tiro record!) false or trae^ eaiie frdmiiids- 
.pendent 8oiirotA« . . , 
. (9.) Though tkos iikLependefil, the Epistle cotiflmftdlfe 

•historf.' "^ 

' Compure ' 
Acts xxii. 3, with GkiL 1. 14. y How indd^titaAf wi 
Tiii.3. L 19. f unifes^nedlytlMi^iitte 

iz. 3—6. i. 15---^17A fixes the aMr ct li»- 

ix, 20. i, 15—17. mantis / Both too, re- 

present St. Paul as preaching immediately upon his call. 
Acts ix. 25, 30. Gal. i. 18, 21. If St Paul went from 

Cflssarea to Tarsus btf 
land^ he would, after Jec^Iera, ccnne into Syria and Cilicia, 
intheorder of the ^Epistle. .... 

xiv. 26. 3 

viii. 1. i This l^ttfsr declaration 

XT. 2. S implies or rather assumes 

it known, that Jemsa- 
lem was the place whwe the Apostlei were to be met with. 

Compare 
Actsxn. a. > ... ft . , , . The history impliefl that 
XT. 13. 5 '''* ^^'^ there were two, named 

James, eminent at Jeru* 
salem : to which the distinction in the Epistle, <* the Lord's 
brother," fully agrees. . 

To feel the full force of the argument, we should discard 
the familiar knowledge of the Christian history which we 
possess, and suppose an author writing the Epistle without 
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iftting toeeii the history, andr then tie finij^Miuioe of< thepe 
<€€f ilcidenees will appear ;. they will Attest, in a word^ the 
4ntth.of the history. For the saime rule hoUU for history 
as for erery other species of evidence* As then^ in a c^nrt 
of jastto^ entife credence i4 given to«a^ prtncip^l witlMS, 
although only corroborated in part by other evidenee^ oft 
the principle that what so often touches nponi truth is rery. 
f«prolKibly A- fiction^ so must it be trith respect to records.; 
tBid a psistial agreement between independent accounts can. 
«ot bttt seosib^.add to the authority of botlu. 



•No, S; 

If it be objected' that the Epistlfe was written fFom general 
information,, and therefore is not necessarily St. Paul's, we 
point to the particularity of the recitals and the references, 
to show that the language is that of a man actually speaking 
of' himself and of his own history^ Now 

Compare 
Act^ It.U; with Gal. i. 17, 18.^ And we have all exactly 
' ix. M. i. 18. >a8 it should be; the his* 

is. 27» i. lO, y torian giring his account 

in general terms ; the per. 
son, Speahing of himself, particularizing thney and names^ 
ftnd circumstances. 

Gal, ii. Is marked by the same particularity 

throughout, and fully negatived the 
insinuation, that the Epistle presents nothing but indefinite 
allusions to public facts. 
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No^ 4. 

■ I ■ I 

Gal. IT. n-<^16. } Compare tkese passages, especidlywitt 
2 Cor. ziL 1 — 9.> reference to i3re ** temptation,'^ (Ver. 

14. ) and the ^' thorn in the ffesh,'* (Ter. 
7.) and mark the manner in which each is introduced in th^ 
fecital. The context is in both places totiUIy different, yet 
in both does it rise aptly and natarally out of the dreuin* 
stances ; while the content itself ris^ as naturalfy 6iit of the 
train of thought in the Epistle. The Epistle to the Cr&la- 
tians presents a strain of angry complaint of defection. 
How natural to contrast with this their former zeal, nor less 
80, to mention their former indulgence of his infirmity. 
Again, in the second Episile 1t> the Corinthians, St. F^nl 
contending with certain indiyiduab, Yindicates the digofty 
df his ministry and hU personal authority. By hoir t$ay a 
Connexion then is hU infirmity iiitroduced he^e al86 : in both 
fhementton of it is natural, aiiid salted to the pkee in whiich 
It stands. Let any oiie who does not feet the force of thte 
arghment, attempt'to ih&4)diioife a given ciftwnsiaiUe tfit6 tlffe 
body of a writing; and to do it without palpable iiftil^s 
of design^ he will find ho easy task. 



No. 5. 

Gal. It. ^9. ^ Hence St Paul's persecutions afose 

T. 11. > fron^ the JezoSf because he preached 

▼i. 17. 3 Christianity, not in opposition to hea- 

' ^lienismt but to Judaism. No^k obm- 

pare with these the following tifstv fitom the Acts: ch« ziii. 



^ m BFISTftE T# 

50.~x?L 1, 9.«— sir. 19.-^ZTtf. 4, 6.— xvu. 13.— xviii. 12^ 
and in one and all we see thii iheJewi were the instlgaton. 
Tb6 oaljr two cases in which St. Paul is s^d to hare suffered 
from the Gentiles (Acts xvi. 19, and xix. 23^ &c.> arose 
from interested motiyes^ 

• • * 

No. $^. 

Gal. yi. 1 . Here we have the general precept, and 

. i Cor. iL 6-<-& here Its application to a particular 

case. Now were not both these pas.* 
. sages dictated bf /Ae fome mtW^ 

4 

• No. Im 

Gal. iihSJ-^-^iL ^ The passages ^^ weareno-fonger undier 
. iy. 1-^5. ) aschoolma8ter,".and^^ to redeem them 

that were under the law,'' are clear 

declarations of the supercession of the Jewish law, as an 

instrument of salvation eten to the Jews ; and St. Paul, as 

a Jew, is consistent in. his condaet thxpnghont i for wliereter 

Acts X¥i. 3. > he- conforms to the Jewish law, his 

xzL 36. y compliance cliearlj arises from » desire 

to promote tranquillity, and to avoid 
ofiSence. Here again there is * eonformity^ but surely a 
conformity without design. 

No. 8; 

. 'Gal.. LJ8,. .St« Paul abode at Jerusalem onlj^ 

Jffieen dagsi, while 






Acli IM. iS. dolermbwB .wthlng as to.die.timey bot 

. rathw enpp wc t ft longenpecM. 
sxii.l7y]8*^ howdier, indkatis tlitt tho ytay was 

abort 
Now this agreement Is particalart the generalierma ot 
one text are s<i explained by a dkimU uat in the same bo0k, 
as to bring an inddi0rmin0t9. expression in that book into 
close oonfonnity with a specific eiprission in another book. 
Such a consistency as this is not easUy found in a fiction, 
and never could haTe. been designed. . 



No. 9. 

Gal. Ti. 11. St. Pbul then did not always write his 

Epistles with his own hand ; 

Rom. Xfi. 29. accordingly makes Tertius the writer 

of that Epistle, and 

1 Cor. \ all contain this clause, ^^ the salutation 
Col. >ofme, Paul, with mine ovm hand,^^ 

2 Thcss. 3 implying that the rest of the Epistle 

was written by some other hand* 
Would not however an impostor have made the salutation 
of this Epistle to agree with the rest ? 

No. 10. 

Gal. ii. 19. ^ These texts imply a pre*eminencj of 

i. 10. V James in the church of Jerusalem, 

ii. 9. -^ and an unquestionable conformity ap« 

pears, if with these we compare 
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Acts xii. IT, \ I< pfjtmt tiiai Jamei, ft vettl perton, 
feid. 17) I8.'>%«s ciBiii«iit l»vft real society of Chris. 
tr, I3j It: J tianft at fenmiati j aiid noiv, eonfirms 

those parts o# the narrative with which 
tfaia is conaeeted. 
Cotnparing oar Epistle iHih the bistofy, however, some 
questions of magaiCotfe certainly do oeour. Thus, 
6aL if. 1. What journey Is h^rie referred to^ is 

very doubtful | it is generally supposed 
to be that mentioBed in 
Acts XT. 3. but if SO) there are certainly some 

difficulties. Thus, if we compare the 
entire passages as to by whom St. Paul is represented to 
have been sent ; and again, for what purpose. Further, 
might not St. Paul be expected in the Epistle to mention the 
council and decree at Jerusalem, the sole business for which 
he went, if the two do refer to the satne journey ? But the 
probability is that this journey of the Epistle was omitted in 
the Acts. We know from 

Acts xiT. 28. that St. Paul wai a long time at An* 

tioch : might he not, during that time, 
have visited Jerusalem aqd returned ? And would such an 
omission be wonderful, considering as before the brevity of 
the Acts? Again, 

Acts xvi. 6. was St. PauPs first visit to Galatia, and 

was subsequent to the apostolic decree 
at Jerusalem. But since the Epistle to the Galatians was 
pecessarily subsequent to the Apostle's visit, it must have 
been also subsequent to the decree. . N6w this i^istle being 
devoted to establishing the exemption oC the Gentile converts 
from observing the law of Moses, the question may naturally 
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arUe, 'why is not that decree appealed to by (he Aposde in 
tUis place? Much of this objection, which applies also to 
the other Ejiistles of St. Paul, h removed by the following 
reflections: — 

1st. That it is not usual with St. Paul, who magnifies his 
origioal inspiration, to defer to the decision of others, (e. g. 
Gal. ii. 6.) 

2nd. St. Paul argues the point upon principle^ and was 
therefore no more likely to quote the decree, than a writer 
on the moral and religious duty of the Sabbath, would be to 
quote the Thirteenth Canon. 

3rd. The decree did not go the length of the Epistle; the 
decree only did not impose the Mosaic law on the Gentile 
converts. The Epistle argues the Mosaic institution, as to 
tdl effects on a future state, to be itself at an end even for 
the Jews themselves. 

4th. St. Paul combated a different class from those com- 
prehended under the decree : he wrote to Christians, who, 
being such^ for ikiQ attaining to greater perfection, subse- 
quently observed the Mosaic code ; and to Just such a class 
his language applies^ (seech, iii. 3 — iv. and 21-^y. 4.) 
Bat for such persons the decree would have been useless. 

Once more. Gal. ii. 11 — 14, presents another difficulty 
in the conduct of St. Peter at Antioch. ' Now the real 
question here,was^ as the.Gen tiles had become Christians, 
might the Jews henceforth eat and drink with them as with 
their own brethren. St. Peter it appears betrayed some 
incoi^sistency, and so he might agreeably enough with his 
history ; he might have regarded his vision at Joppa as a 
direction only for the occasion, or at most, as not enough on 
which to stand eat against his brethren of Jerusalem. And 

£ 
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that ^^ he compelled the Gentiles to live as do the Jews," 
appears to ha?e been only this, that he withdrew himself 
from their society ; thereby pointing out the only terms on 
which, if they desired it, he could live with them. As to 
his present conduct being inconsistent with what he said at 
Jerusalem, it is only necessary to remark, that the que$tion9 
were totally different at Jerusalem and at Antioch. 



CHAPTER VI. 

THE CPISTLE TO THE EPHCSIANS. 

No. 1- 



Epii. vi. 21, 22. > These two Epistles import to have 
Col. 4. 7 — 9. S been written by the same person, at 

the same time, and upon the same sub- 
jects, and to haye been despatched by the same messenger. 
Now do the sentiments, order, and diction of the two, 
correspond with these circumstances ? 

Compare 
£j)hi. 22. with Col. i. 18. ^In both, the leading doc. 
iv. \b, ii. 19. Mtrine is the union of Jews 

iL 15. iii. 10, ll.T and Gentiles under Christ; 

ii. 14, 15. ii. 14. £ and In bothj illustrated by 

ii. 16. i. 18 — 21. m the same similitudes — ^^one 

ii. 20. ii. 7. j head,*' " one body,*' ** ode 

new man,'* '^ one temple," 
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Compare 
Epli.i.7. with Col. i. 14. 
i. 10. i. 20. 

iii. 2. i. 25. 

T. 19. iii. 16. 

Ti. 22. IT. 8. 



Here we have the occa- 
sional occurrence of the 
same expression io a mind 
a second time rcTolTing 
I the same ideas ; and in the 



first three comparisons, the 
introductory idea and the following train also are found as 
closelj to agree. How natural is this under the circum- 
stances ! For verbal comparisons the reader must of course 
consult the original Greek. 



Compare also 
Eph. i. 19. toii. 5 
with 
Col. ii. ]2» 13. 



placing in parenthesis the words, ^^ and 
set him," &c. (rer. 20.) down to the 
words '^all in all," (rer. 23.) ; and the 
words *' wherein,'* &c. (eh, ii. 2.) 
down to the words ^^ he 1o?ed us," (rer. 4.) and yon have in 
both Epistles the same sentiment and words. The resem- 
blance in the original is more striking. 

Compare too, 
Eph, It. 2 — 4. with Col. iii. 12 — 15."j Here we have som^ 



iv. 16. 


ii. 19. 


sentences in both in the 


iv. 32. 


iii. 13. 


veri/ same order aj 


iv. 22—24. 


iii. 9, 10. 


words; some with the 


V. 6—8. 


iii. 6—8. 


. principal terms in both. 


V, 15, 16. 


iv. 5. 


but the order changed; 


vi. 19, 20. 


iv. 3, 4. 


some with the order 


T. 22. to > 
vi. 9. > 


(iii. 18. to 
Civ. 1. 


broken by a mixture 


of other words and 




« 


phrases^ exprcssivQ of 
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the ideas of the moment ; some with parts and fragments of 
sentences the same. This latter cJass, while it falls ia with 
the circumstances of the two Epistles, challenges oar firm 
reliance; for it would never, I think, have occurred to a 
forger, if indeed it were in his power to compass it. A 
studied variation is a refinement in forgery which I do not 
think exists. To see how differently the same subject may 
be treated in different hands, compare the order and train of 
sentiment of St. Paul with that of St. Petcry (1 Pet. 
ch. ii. and iii.) 

Compare 
Eph* IV, 24* with Col. iii. 0. > Here the order is arbL 
T. 20 — 22. iii. 17. .1 trary^ and yet alike ia 

both; and the concurrence 
indicates the effect of that principle, by which ideas once 
jftined commonly revisit the thoughts. Now all these coin- 
eidences, exactly suiting the circumstances of these two 
Epistles, cannot be brought forward with reference to anjr 
other two Epistles in the whole collection ; while no other 
two purport to have been written under such circumstances. 
If, then, these arc forgeries, either the name of TyeMcu« 
was inserted to account for the similitude ; or the structure 
of the Epistles was designedly adapted ; or lastly, the con- 
formity between their contents and their date was a happy 
accident. Now no one of these suppositions can for a mo- 
ment be entertained by any attentive reader of the Epis- 
tles, or by any^ one who will review the several examples 
here pointed out. One, and but one solution presents 
itself, — that truth dictated both.- 
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No. 2. 

A cant phrase or word is the effect of habit^ a habit not 
avoided by St. Paul^ and is an internal mark of genuineness : 
an instance in the word ^^ riches," runs through several of 
the Epistles, and actually abounds in this. Thus, 

Eph. iii. 16. -v In all these the word ^* riches" is used 

i. 18. y^guratively, as is also the adjective 

i. 7. V" rich," in Eph. ii. 4. Now the figu- 

ii. 7. Wrative use of this word occurs but once 

iii. 8. ^in the whole New Testament out of 

the writings of St. Paul, viz. James 
ii. 5, and there it is evidently suggested by the antithesis. 
How then does this characteristic attest the genuineness of 
these writings ! 

No. 3. 

Another singularity of style in the writings of St. Paul, 
and not likely to mark a forgery as causing much embar- 
rassment, Is digression^ or going off at a word; thus— « 
2 Cor. ii. 14. at the word savour j 

iii. 1. Episilej 

iii. 12. vail. Now exactly in the 

same style we have 
Eph. iv. 8 — 11. at the word ascended^ and 

V. 12 — 15 light. But does not this 

argue authenticity ? 

No. 4. 

This Epistle has been said to have been originally addressed 
to the Laodiceans ; now on 

e3 
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Eph.i. 1. the contrary opinion mainly rcsis ; 

and although all the manuscripts exCant 
do.Dot, with our yersion, — (here read '* at Ephesus")— the 
great majority of them does. The first opinion therefore, 
chiefly rests on the internal evidence of the Epistle itself. 

That $t. Paul preiched for a considerable time at Ephesus, 
see 
KcU xix. 10. >. In the Epistle to the Ephesians, 
1 Cor. xvi. 8. y however, we cannot detect a single 
. 2 Cor. I. 8. Vtext which refers in the most remote 

1 Tim. i. 3. % way to his ever haying been at Ephe- 

STim.i. IS. '^sus; references which, in all other 

cases where he wrote to churches he 
liad visited, are very numerous ; (see the Epistles to the 
Corinthians, that to the Galatians, and to the Philippians, 
and the two to the Thessalonians. Again, 

Col. ii. 1. we infer that St. Paul had never visited 

Compare /Colosse; but he addresses the Colos- 

Col. i. 3. with ^sians exactly as he does the Christians 

Eph. i. 15.* ^in the Epistle to the Ephesfans; in 

both, he had " heard of their faith," 
just ad he writes 
Rom. i. 8. to the Romans before he had visited 

Rome. Now, 
1 Cor. i. 4'. ^Nhe does not write thus to those whom 

Phi!. 1. 3. fhe had already known; hercJ it is 

1 Thes. i. 3. L -usually ** his remembrance," never his 

2 Tim. i. 3. ^" hearing" of them. It is indeed very 

probable that this Epistle to the Ephe. 
sians is the Epistle referred to in 



C(A. W. Ifl. af the Episftle to the Laodiccans,* for 

all. thai has ' already becto olfeerT^ of 
it answers exactly to that character^r 

Nor li the error, if such it be, hard to be espkintd : 
Ty^hicifs ])rocceding from Rome to Labdicea, i^ould most 
pfsbbably land at Bpke^us ; might he not there show the 
letted ; and' might not copies be fimUiplled at Epbc»ttflr? 
And might not the designation h€ dropped, and the CiG^s 
isstting fronf Ephesns caus^ a betief that it wa» 6rigina)ly 
addressed to that church, and so an error in-theittscriptiod 
have crept in ? Be this howeyer, as it maj, the Epistle, to 
whomerer addressed, appears ne?er to have been disputed as 
being the production of St. Paul. 

No. 5. 

Our Epistle was written while St. Paul was a prisoner at 
Rome, consequently after the conclusion of the history in 
the Acts. Many marks of agreement between these, there. 



* Is not this position strengthened by the following texts ? 
Eph. iii. 2, 3, 4. } " J/ye have heard," &c. and ** J/so be ye have 

' iv. 20, 21. ^ heard him" &c. These are not like St. Paul's 

usually confident expressions, when referring 
to his own personal miniitry; and so constantly appealing, a8>hedid» to 
has aiufbority, the " hearing" of it could scarcely be doubtful where he 
had onee preached. 

Eph. yi. 23* Again, contains no individual salutations ; as 

if he personally knew none of those whom he 
addressed, nor had any with him, as in other cases, who knew them ; 
while the expression ** grace be with all them" &c. (ver. 24.) seems 
endestly to be spoken generally as of 8traiigen.<»-»£mT0R^ . 
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fore, canDot be looked for ; one however occurs, and bekig 

minnte, and not verj obvious, may therefore be relied on. 

See 
Eph. vi. 19^ 30. ) as to St Paul's bondage. The classical 
Acts xxviii. 30. S reader, by a reference to the original, 

will perceive here a most minute agree^ 

tnentf in the employment of the appropriate terms for the 

Apos^e's peculiar bondage. To the English reader^ how. 

ever, the coincidence must be manifest, and as manifestly 

without design. 



CHAPTER VIL 

THE EPISTLE TO THE PHXLIFPIANS. 

No. 1. 

A TRANSACTION which IS obscure and impcrfcct, requiring 
a comparison of parts to make it clear, is probably real, 
because fiction is generally more studied. 

Phil. i. ?• ^ Here we have the account of Epa^ 

ii. 26 — 30. > phrodttus in detached and distant 
iv« 10 — 18*^ portions of the Epistle. Now, to the 

Phifippian reader, who was conversant 
with all these particulars, ihis account might have been 
perfectly intelligible; but it is not so cU first sight to a 
stranger ; he can only reconcile all by instituting a compa- 
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risan between distant texts; and it is bj the reciprocal 
illustration alone which these afford,, that at last all comes 
but clear. Biit is this the feature of a forgery ? Would 
jiot an impostor hare rather written connectedly^ ^^^^Yy ^"^ 
perspicaoasly ? : 



No. 2. 

Phil. ii. ^7. Gires no intimation that the reeoTcry 

of Epaphrodltus was miraculous ; and 
this, together with 
2 Tim. !▼. 20. as to Trophimus, clearly implies that 

the Apostles' power of working miracles 
was not dependent on their own will ; for we cannot but 
suppose that St. Paul would have directly healed both, had 
the power to do so resided with him. Would, howeyer, a 
forger have spared a miracle ? This is a reserve which no- 
thing, I believe, but truth would have imposed. 



No. 3. 

Acts xvl. & xvii. It appcarsr tWaf St. Paul, on le^ng 

Macedonia:, piVi^ied, after a short stay 
aVAth^ns^ into ^cA/iftt. Now, 
i' Cor: iJf. 8v ^. if s^ems ttiat in Achaia (Corinth; tffe 

capital) he ateceptiSd no money firOOl 
the (foftvcr^i, that bciftg supplied from Macedonia. Ac* 
Cbrchngfy, 

PWr: iv. 15,.!^. we find the breif^rert at Phflippi (a cHjr 

of Macedonia^) following Iiim with 
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their gifts after he had left Macedonia^ consequently when 
he wfu come into Achaia. Again, 

Phil. iv. 15. ^^ la the beginning of the Gospel," 

Biost naturally means, the Jirst preach, 
ing of the Gospel in those parts, yiz. on that side theiEgeaa 
Sea. Bat the succours mentioned in 

2 Cor. xi. 8, 9. were received by St. Paul on \i\% Jirst 

Tisit to Greece, and therefore the 
dates also agree. Yet how incidental this agreement-^how 
manifestly undesigned! Further, ^^ in the beginning j^* &c. 
suggests the idea that the Gospel had been preached there 
more than once ; and on turning to 

Acts XTi. & XX. we see that St. Paul had, before this 

time, been twice in Macedonia, and 
moreover each time at Philippi. 



Phil. i. i. ) Particularly ch. ii. 22, imply that 

ii. 19 — ^% i Timothy had been a long time with 

St. Paul at Philippi. This is not as. 
aerted in the Acts, but, better for our purpose, it is fairly 
to be inferred ; for 

Acts xvi. we find St. Paul and Timothy setting 

out together from Derbe in Lycaonia; 
and we find them together also at Uerea in Macedonia, 
What then is more probable than that Hl^y came together 
to Fhilippiy through zohich their route between these places 
lay ? Now this conformity is particular : it is not the same 
recital in both places, but, what is far more to be relied on, 
an oblique allusiun to an implied fact. Design here is out of 
the questioua 
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No. 5. 

The Epistle purports to hare been written near the end of 

St. Paul's imprisonment at Rome, and after a residence of 

tonsideradle duration. This is made out from various 

intimations^ thus, 

Phil. i. 12 — 14. The Apostle had been at Rome so 

iongj that his bonds and the reputation 
of his constancy, had advanced the success of the Gospel; 
so long, 

Phil. ii. 26. that Epaphroditus had sufficient time 

to journey to Rome, had been there 

taken sick, the news of which had reached the Philippians, 

and again their anxiety for him reached Rome ; so long that 

Phil. ii. 23. ) he regarded his fate^ be it what it 

ii. 17. 3 might, to be after so considerable U 

residence, near at hand. Now all this 

consistency is material, if confined to (he Epistle; but in 

conformity with all this, we find, by reference to the history^ 

. Actsxxviii* 30. that St. Paul really dwelt ^sdo whole 

years at Rome. How consistent Is truth t 



No. 6. 



Phil. i.23. \ This sameness oftientiment speaks the 

2 Cor. y. 8. ) production of the same mind, and 

operating upon real circumstances. 
These two Epistles, though written at difTerent times, from 
different places, and to different churches, were written 
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under the same circamstances of great persona] peril : the 
Epistle to the Philippians, while a prisoner at Rome, ex- 
pecting his trial; that to the Corinthians, having just 
^soajpied a dangery in vUch he gave himself up fur lost, and 
with the recolleciioa pf which the Epistle opens. jNow 
siLCh a propriet|r| though naturally enough flowing froni 
realUy^ could not easily be managed in a forgery. 



No. 7. 

Phil. i. 29, 30. 1 " Which ye saw in me," writes the 

ii. 1,2, J Apostle. Now compare this with 
Acts zvi 29. and this done to Paul and Silas (v.er« 

19.) at Pbilippi (ven 12.) Hpw then 
does this real and pathetic efiiisionof St. Paul in the Epistle, 
confirm the history pf the Acts as to the transactions at 
Philippi! and if those, through them, the intelligence and 
fidelity of the historian generally { 
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CHAPTER VIII. 

1 

THE EPISTLE TO THE C0LO8SIANS. 

No. 1. 

Col. i. 24. > '^ For ^om," and "/or as many as 

ii. 1. 3 ^aa3(g not seen my face in theflesh.^^ 

Thus St. Paul asserts his sufferings to 

ha?e been for the sake of the Gentiles generally, as also 

more explicitly in 

Eph. iii. 1. and the cause^ not the preaching of 

Christianity, but the asserting the 

right of the Gentiles to be admitted to Christianity without 

conforming to the Jewish law. Again the Apostle speaks 

of *' the mystery of Christ;" and if 
we compaf e with this 
we have the confession in behalf of the 
Gentiles^ and for which he suffered 
bonds. Now, 

gives us generally the cause of St. 
Paul's imprisonment, and 
giyes the precise offence. In confir- 
mation of this, we haye St. Paul's 
address to Agrippa, and particularly 
where he expressly says, ^^for these 
causesy^^ &c. The history and Epis- 

F 



Col. 


iY. 3. 


Eph. 


iii. 4—6. 


Acts 


xxii. 




xxii. 21. 


xxvi. 12—21, 




21. 
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ties agree then, that St. PaaPs bondage was independent of 
simply preaching the Gospel, and therefore different in its 
cause to anything to which the other Apostles might be ex- 
posed. And this agreement is too close for accident, yet 
too indirect and latent to be the product of design. Into 
what other original can we resolre it, than, as in the previoos 
cases, into truth? 



No. 2. 

Col. iv. 10. That Aristarchus was with St. Paul, 

we see from 
Actsxix. 29. > Now, if the history were made out of 
xxrii. 2. > the Epistle, why does it mention the 

journey of Aristarchus to Rome, and 
yet say nothing of Marcus and Justus ? And if the Epistle 
were composed from the history, why were Marcus and 
Justus mentioned in the former, who are not noticed in the 
latter? Again, 

Col. iv. 10. " sister ^s son^^^ &c. Now does not 

this afford a clue to the conduct of 
Barnabas, recorded in 
Acts XV. 36. and yet here the relationship is not so 

much as hinted at. So far then this 
application of the fact was not designed. Further, 

Col. i?. 10. '^ sister* s son," &c. Might we not 

from this mention expect to find 

Mark's mother a Christian of some eminence? Turn to 

Acts xii. 13. and (he expectation is realized. Now 

all this could never have been de. 
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signed. Do not, however, such coiacidences speak some- 
what of real transactions, and occurring amongst real 
persons ? 



No. 3. 

CoL It. 10—14. The first three " are of the circum- 
cision," whence we infer that the latter 
were not. Now as to Lnke, the author of the Acts, it docs 
not, from anjrthing there written, appear that he was a Jew. 
From 

Acts i. 19. we rather infer that he was not; for, 

speaking of the Jewish tongue, he 
calls it *^ their^* tongue, an expression scarcely to be ex- 
pected from a Jew, If this be a coincidence, it is certainly 
free from design. 

No. 4. 



Col. ir. 9. Onesimus then was a Colossian. How 

is this established ? 
Philemon Onesimus was a slave of Philemon, 

but Philemon's city is not mentioned. 
SUU Philemon 
Philemon 3. is classed with Archippus ; and we 

learn from 
Col. iv. 17. that Archippus was a Colossian, at 

least he is. saluted as such. We there- 
fore conclude that Onesimus was a Colossian, and conse- 
quently, rightly styled ^< one of you." But surely this 

f2 
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CKmformity can only be the result of tru^^^-^trath producing 
consistency without the writer's thought or care. To attri- 
bute it to design were puerile. No writer would erer 
design for his reader, in order that he might discover the 
truth of an expression, such a circuit as this : that to identify 
Onesimus as a Colossian, he must first connect Onesimus 
with Philemon, then Philemon with Archippus, and lastly, 
Archippus with Colosse. 



CHAPTER IX. 

THE FIRST EPISTLE TO THE THESBALONIANS* 

No. 1. 

iTuEs.iv. 15 — 17.^ An ordinary reader would hence 
T. 4. 5 conclade that the Apostle looked for 

the day of judgment to arrire in his 
own time. This, then, wfaaterer else may be said about it, 
at least fixes the Epbtle as the prodttotion of that age ; for 
an impostor would not have attributed this expectation to 
St. Paul, aftef it had proved to be erroneous. But surely, 
if it fix it to that age, it is the same as allowing it to be 
St. Paul's, for the primitive church was not th a situation to 
gtre birlh to forgeries. 
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No. 2. 

1 Thes. V. 27. Surely this is an evidence of authen- 

ticity ; for no impo8t6r would have 
officiodsly voltinteered a handle to so plain an objection as 
this supplies, supposing the Epistle never to have been read 
or heard of in the church of Thessalonica. This and No. 1, 
combine into one strong proof of genuineness of this Epistle ; 
for while No. I. fixes the date to be during the time of St. Paul, 
this fixes the place of publication to have been Thessalonica. 
The only conclusion therefore, is, that the Epistle is 
genuine. 



No. 3. 

Between our Epistle and the history, the conformity in 
many parts, is circumstantial and complete. 

Compare 
Acts xvi. 23. with 1 Thes. ii. 2. The Epistle is written 

in the names of Paul and 
Silvanus, or Silas, and Timothy, who were also together at 
Philippi, (vide Ch. VII. No. 4.) 

Compare 
Acts xvii. 5. with 1 Thes. iii. 4. ^ The history bringing 
xviii. 5. ii. 17. ) Paul, Silas, and Timo- 

thy together at Corinth, 
soan offer preaching the Gospel at Thessalonica ; while the 
Epistle, written in their name, and consequently while they 
were still together, speaks throughout of their ministry' at 

F 3 



60 THE FIRST EPISTLE TO 

Thessalonica as of recent date. The harmony here is indu- 
bitable ; all that seems necessary is to show that the one is 
not copied from the other. Now one circumstance mixes 
itself up with all the allusions in the Epistle, bnt does not, 
in any way, enter into the history, viz.— 

1 Thes. ii. 18. ^ A visit which St Paul intended io 
iii. 10, 11.) make to the Thessalonians during his 
stay at Corinth, but wiiich he never 
accomplished. Now, how natural that an unaccomplished 
purpose might enter into the letters of an individual, which 
would never find its way into his history, of which in fact 
his historian was perhaps never conscious ? But surely no 
forger ever designed^yx^ a conformity. as this. 



No. 4. 

1 Thes. iii. 1 — 7. Compare with this the two following 

quotations: — 
Acts xvii. 14, 15.) But to reconcile the history with the 
xviii. 5. S passage in the Epistle, ^' I thought it 

good to be left at Athens alone, and 
to send Timothy unto you," we must suppose, what the 
history does not state, that Timothy had come up with 
St. Paul at Athens, Now does the history, although silent 
on this head, permit such a supposition ? 

Acts xvii. 15. St. Paul, as soon as he reached Athens, 

sent a messenger we find, ordering 
Silas and Timothy " to come to him with all speed ;''^ 

Acts xvii. 16. moreover he waited for them at 

Athens; and at last, his departure 
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does not seem in any way to have been compalsory^ it is only 
said 

Acts xviii. 1. after these things he came to Corinth. 

Froifi vthBit the histbry does notice 
then^ it is highly probable that Tjtoiothy did come up with 
St Paul at Athens; a fact which we see the Epistle virtually 
asserts, and ia the absence of which, the length of their 
separation i& wholly inexplicsible. The. sending back of 
Timothy into Macedonia, also reconciles his not coming to 
Corinth until sc long a time after St. Paul, as we naturally 
infer . 

. Acts xviii. 1 — 6.1 from what the Apostle had effected 
xviii. 5. ) previous to^ his arrival. 

Here then, is a conformity of a peculiar kind ; a reference 
in the Epistle, supplying an evident omission in the history. 
Design could have had nothing to do with this. 

No. 5. 

It would seem at first sight from the Acts^ that the perse, 
cution of the Christian converts arose from the Jews, Out 
of JtuleOj however, the fact was otherwise ; the Jews it is 
•true, originated the uproar, but they subsequently instigated 
the Gentiles. 

Acts xvii. 5. shows that it was so at Thessalonica, 

xvii..l5. at Berea, and 

xiv. 2. throughout Asia Minor. Now with 

this the Epistle exactly agrees. 
1 Thes. ii. 14. The Thessaionians had suffered from 

their own countrymen^ while 
ii. 15, 16. the Apostles had been persecuted by 
the Jews for speaking unto the Gentiles. 
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No. 6. 

The discrepancies between the Epistle and the history are 
neither numerous nor difficult to reconcile; at the same 
time, sufficient to negative the imputation of confederacy, in 
which view they form a part of our argument. 

1 Thes. ii. 9, 10. It might be inferred hence, that 

St. Paul dwelt at Thessalonica for a 
considerable period, while from 
Acts xvii. 1, 9. the inference is equally just that he 

was there onfy three SabbcUhs* This 
latter inference, however, is not absolutely necessary. 
St. Paul's method was to preach first to the Jews, and, 
Acts xiii. 46. if they rgected him, then to go to the 

Gentiles. Thus, at Corinth 
xviii. 6 — 11. he tarried eighteen months / again, at 

Ephesus 
xix. 9, 10. he continued two years after leaving 

the synagogue* And thus it might 
have been at Thessalonica ; he might have preached in the 
synagogue only three Sabbaths, and yet might have conti- 
nued among the Gentiles much longer, nay till tumult and 
insurrection 
Acts xvii. 1 — 10. drove him from the place. 

Another seeming discrepancy occurs in 
1 Thes. i. 9. which implies that many idolatrous 

Gentiles were brought over to Chris- 
tianity at Thessa1onica,while the history 
Acts xvii. 4. mentions none such ; for the '^ devout 

Greeks" could not be properly so 
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called, being already worshippers of the one irde God. The 
classical reader, by a reference to the yarions readings of 
the original, will find little difficulty in gsuning a probable 
solution of this • difficulty ; while, the English reader may 
reflect, whether the bistort/ may not, in the effects it de- 
scribes, have cpnfined, itself to the preaching of the three 
Sabbaihs^ of which only it takes cognizance; while the 
Epistle perhaps comprehends, the implied after period^ and 
its fruits among the Gentiles at large. , 
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CHAPTER X. 

THE SECOND EPISTLE TO THE THESSALONIANS. 

No. 1. 

% Thes. ii. 3«— 8. It may seem stkange to allege obscu. 

rity as an ai^mtot, but the obscurity 
of this passage (and it ccrtainly-jk bbscure,) is an argument 
io)[ the genuinfehess of the.Eiiistle. The passdge expressly 
refers (ver. 6«).to a prerious comr^fvitfioii^ land of therieality 
of this coB?ersiition we hare strong pxoof, ilt t^tatiwhat iS s'd 
obscure to ns^ was, by reason of it^ so plain. tq them. No 
man purposely writes Unintelligibly,, and their xdue to his 
meaning was the proTious conyersatioA alleged.. . 
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No. 2. 

3 Thes. iii. 8. ) Here the conformity is plain, and the 
Phil. IT. 15. ) period identical; in the latter, ^Mn 

the beginning of the Gospel," (i. e*) 
daring the first preaching of the Gospel on that side the 
MgeBXk Sea ; in the former, ^^ upon his first entrance in nnto 
them," (i. e.) on hu first risit to Greece. 

Acts zx. 34. 1 Here again is conformity : the Apos- 
2 Thes. iii. 9« 3 tie's conduct^ and more, the end he 

proposed, are exactly the same. Bat 
this sameness of sentiment, without the slightest resemblance 
of words, could only result from the speech and the letter 
having both proceeded from the same person. 



No. 3. 



1 Thes. IT. 15— -17.) It would seem that the Thessalonians 

T. 4« S had hence conceiTed the coming of 

Christ to be immediate, and that the 

persaapion had naturally caused much agitation. Accosdingly 

2 Thes. ii. 2. St. Paul seeks to quiet the alarm, and 

rectify the misinterpretation. If this 
allusion in the second Epistle be admitted to refer to the 
first, it is a considerable proof of the genuineness of both 
Epistles; for, first, to frame an ambiguous passage in a 
letter; then, to represent it as bdng misconstrued; and 
lastly, to write a second letter in order to correct the first, 
looks like any thing but the derice of an impostor. Many 
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expositors, we know, understand the abore quotation from 
the second Epistle, to refer to some forged letters ; in sup- 
port however, of our own position, consider 

1st. Th« strong fact, that the first Epistle does contain a 
passage to which, at least, that in the second is capable of 
being referred. 

^nd. That the clause introducing the passage in the se. 
cond Epistle bears a particular affinity to that in the first ; 
the one, descriptive of Christ's coming, mentioning ^^ our 
gathering together unto him ;" the other, treating of the 
same subject, speaking of pur ^^ meeting the Lord in the 
air." 

3rd. That the second Epistle, written in the name of 
Paul^ Silasj and Timotheus, cautions them against being 
misled '^ by letter as from us,*' while the first Epistle is 
exactly such an one, eaoh name being in the superscription 
and 

4thi That reference to the original allows the passage to 
be so construed, as to intimate that the words had been 
mistaken, and that, in truth, they had said or written no 
such ^ing. 
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CHAPTER XI. 

THE FIRST EPISTLE TO TIMOTHY. 

iTiM. i. 3. This' £)pistle then was written soon 

after St Paul had gone from Ephesas 

r 

to Macedonia, Timothy being left behind. It is by some 
dated to St. Paul's journey recorded in 

Acts XX. 1. but from 

2 Cor. 1. 1. Timothy was with Paul at Macedonia 

when he wrote the setond Epistle to 

the Corinthians, which, on suck a supposition^ was the time 

when this Epistle was written. How then could he- hare 

been "left behind at Ephesus"? That Timothy did not 

follow St. Paul so immediately from Ephesus to Macedonia, 

as to arrive before the writing of the Epistle to the Corin. 

thians, appears from the fact that 

1 Tiro. iii. 14, 15.) such was not the intention of St. Paul ; 

It. 13. ) on the contrary, that his purpose was 

manifestly to return to Timothy at 

Ephesus. Thus, this learing Timothy behind, not salting 

any journey recorded in the history, a date has been as. 

signed to it subsequent to St. Paul's imprisonment at Rome, 

and consequently subsequeut to the history. But then 

St. Paul must have visited Ephesus after his liberation at 

Rome, to which 



Acts XX. 25. is opposed : ibis is the $ok obstacle 

howcrar to this later date. And this 
prediction, when viewed in connexion with the circum. 
stances, seems scarcely to be a real obstacle, for tius was bnt 
the Apostie^s ^wn despMding conclusion; it forms no part 
of lihe inspired prophecy^ that ends at rerse 33. And as to 
"the Apostle saying, *^ 1 Arnotv," &c., that this migit not be 
intended absokdely^ compare together 

Thil. i. 25. and ) where precisely the same expression 
ii. 93. 9 is quickly followed np hj one far 

more donbifol and qnalified. 



No. 1. 

Now does it appear,— have we any hint, that St Paul 
visited Ephesns after his liberation at Rome? If so, we have 
a coincidence. The Epistles to the Philippians and to Phile- 
mon then, were written while St. Paul was a prisoner at 
Rome, but 

Phil. ii. 24. ^ it appears that he did even then con. 

Philemon 22. ) template a visit both to Philippi and 

Colosse (Philemon being aCoIossian). 
iNow if St. Panl after his liberation, executed his purpose, 
If he visited .either Phtlippi or Colosse, would he probably 
neglect Ephesus^ the scene of his three years' ministry, 
when it was so near to both ? If he passed from Colosse to 
Philippi, or vice per 90^ he could scarcely avoid Ephesus in 
his way. 
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No. 2. 

1 Tim. T. 9. ) Here we see the same system existing 
Acts tL 1. 5 both at Jerusalem and Ephesos; in 

other words, the Epistle, evidently 
without borrowing from the history, referring to an insti. 
tution most incidentally mentioned in the latter. This 
then is not design^ but an agreement of real circumstances. 
The abrupt reference of the Epistle, ^^ taken into the 
number," witliout any explanation,, speaks a writer con- 
scious of addressing persons who were acquainted with the 
subject of his letter; at least, it speaks anything but the 
introduction of a supposititious fact into a feigned letter. 

N. B« — In this charge concerning the widows, (ch. t. 9, 
10, 11.) again in ver. 16, and once more in 2Thes. iii. 11, 
12, all affording such prudent, but at the same time truly 
b^ncTolent directions as to the distribution of alms, we have 
an ample refutation of the calumny which has sometimes 
been insinuated, that the liberality of the first Christians 
was merely an artifice to catch converts. 

No. 3. 

1 Tim. iii. % 3. << No striker."— Such an injunctidn 

might suit very well with the infaney 
of Christianity, but after the chnrch had acquired the dif- 
nified form which it so soon and so naturally assumed, this 
injunction could have no place. This at least speaks the 
antiquity of the Epistle, and — as before—if so, almost the 
genuineness. 
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No. 4. 

« 
1 Tim. V. 23. Is it credible that such a direction, so 

alien to everjtjiing of doctrine or 

discipline^ or of public concern in the church, would hare 

found its way into a forgery ? But the advice is not more 

peculiar than its position (see context) ; the train of thought 

indeed seems broken to let it in. When, however, does 

such writing occur, but when each article, the moment it 

presents itself to the mind, is put down, lest it should be 

fprgotten ? in other words, when real persoas are writiqg 

real letters upon real subjects. 

No. 5. 

1 Tim. i. 15, 16. What this mercy was, and what his 

crime, we learn frpm 
12, 13. which fully confirms the account of 
St. Paul's conversion given in the Acts. 
The striking propriety however, is the Apostle's observation 
rising out of the fact in 

1 Tim. i. 16. a just and solemn reflection, springing 

from the impression left by the event 
upon his memory. It may be said, such might have been 
the work of an impostor. We ask in return, where is such 
an impostor to be found ? The beauty, the sublimity of the 
thought itself, should avert such an imputation. But the 
performance is utterly beyond the reach of any fabrication 
that has come down to us under Christian names. 
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CUAVtEK XIL 

THS ttCOVl^ SnSTLS TO tlXOTHlr. 

No. 1. 

Tbe ttniform traditiom of the primitive cturch was, that 
St Paul ttoice Tl&ited Rome, was twke imprisoned there, 
and at the eonclusion of the second Imprisonment was ther^ 
pnt to death. This Epistle compared with others purporting 
to have been written from Rome, confirms the opinion of 
St« PaaPs twQ JQumeT*. 

That when this Epbtle was written 

3 Tim* u 8* St. Paul was a prisoner , and 

16, 17. a prisoner at Rome too, is clear* 

That thia was not the imprlsonnent 

during which he wrote the several Epiatles to the Ephesians, 

the Colossians, tlie Philippians, and Philemon, we shall now 



(1.) While writing these Epistles, St Ftal 

Phil. iL 24. 1 evidently looked forward confidently 
Philemon 39* ) to his liberation; but when writing 

this, 
3 Tim. iv. 6—8* he as evidently looks forward to it no 

longer. 
(2.) Timothy is joined with St. Paul in 

writing to the Colossians, the Philip* 
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{Mfths, and to Philemon ; consequently he was then with 
St* Paul at Rome. But the present Epistle of course implies 
his absence. 

(3.) In the former Epistles Demas was 

with St. Paul at Rome, but in this 
2 Tim. ir. 10. he had forsaken him. 

(4.) In the former Epistles Mark was with 

St Paul, and joins in saluting the 
Colossians, but in the present 
2Tim.iT.il. Timothy is enjoined to bring him 

with him. 
This latter case might be satisfied by supposing the present 
Epistle to have been written before the others ; but then this 
would militate with what is said concerning Demas (3)^ and 
is hardly reconcileable with the Apostle's altered sentiments 
in respect of his persecution (1.) Again, 

2 Tim. iv. 20. former part. Now when St. Paul 

left Corinth for the last time, before 
his first imprisonment at Rome, we find that ^ 

Acts XX. Timothy was with him. Why then 

tell to Timothy, that '^ Erastns staid 

behind at Corinth," when, having been himself present, 

that circumstance must have been already known to him ? 

Next, 

2 Tim. IT. 20. latter part. Neither in this same 

• journey (the last from Miletum before 
his first imprisonment at Rome), 
Acts XX. was Trophimus left at Miletum on the 

way to Jerusalem ; indeed 
xxi. 29* Trophimus was the cause of the uproar 

at Jerusalem. 
o3 
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flere then reference is made io a joomey, wMchy on Hmte 
ieveral aeeounU^ iii>t falling in with any recovded, is tuiigeu 
quent to the history of the Acts, and therefore snbeeqiieiit 
to St. Paulas liberation from his first imprisonment^ Bat it 
was oltorly written while St. Paul was 
2 Tim. i. 8. 16, 17. a prisoner at Rome, which leads 

to no other conclusion than that 
the Apostle returned to that city, and a second time 
endured imprisonment. Here all this internal agreement 
is not disturbed by any one contradictory circumstance; 
and when the number wnA. particularUy of the aiticles 
adduced are considered, and moreover that in all, probidl>ly 
not one of them was proyided for nor thought of by the 
writer, who will not say that all this results from truth 2 

No. 2. ' 

Acts xvi. I. Timothy was the son of a Jewess iht^ 

believed; while St. Paul 

2 Tim. i. 4. speaks of the faith which dwelt in his 

' mother Eunice. Here is a fair un- 
forced example of coincidence. Again, the history calls 
Timothy's father '^aGreek^'* while the Epistle, mentioning 
only his mother as believing, clearly implies that his father 
did not believe. The mention of the grandmother in the 
Episile, IS a particuiarity which might naturally occur 
there, but would scarcely be noticed in a history. 



No. 3. 

2 Tim. iii. 15. ) How natural that the. son of a Jewess 
Actszri. 1. ) should hare known the Holy Scrip. 

tures (the Old Testament, for such 
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was- tlieft filke MMtiiiif of tto tikpfMiian,) f\poin a cbild ! 
How else indeed, than a» beiiig of Jewish extraction, coqM 
lie hate known thetii ? Probably be was not tbe lesseare. 
fully instructed in them, in that his mother alone was of that 
faith. Yet this conformity was assnredly ncTor designed. 



No. 4. 

2 Tim. ii. 22. ^ «* Flee also youthful lusts." How 
1 Tim. iv.' 12. ) suitable this precept to the Apostle's 

preyions exhortation 1 Hpw unsoli- 
citous, — ^how almost uncooscious the conformity ! 

No. 5. 

2 Tim. lii. 10^ 11. Not Antiqch in Syria, but Antioeh ift 

Pisidia, where St. Panl preadted.1 
ActsziuL 14k-4l. Now compare the persecutions cfihe 

Epistle with 
xiii. fiO« ) and we hare^the most exact agreement 
xIt. 7. t between the history and the Epistle, 

xi?. 19—^1. in the names of the cities^ in the order 

in which they are enumerated^ and in 
the place where the enumeraiion stops ; for though Derbe 
and Lystra are connected in the history here as they com- 
monly are, the Epistle does not mention Derbe, for this 
reason, that St. Paul is only speaking of his persecutions^ 
and at Derbe he was not persecuted. But how were these 
persecutions " known'' to Timothy, and why did St. Paul 
particularize these aboYe all others ? 
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' WJieo some time after (accofdiiig to Pearson three years,) 
St Ffiul made a second joarnej, we find 
Acts zvK 1. that Timothy abode either at LjrstrA 

or Derbe, and was 
% was well reported of at Lystra and 

Iconittm. Again, on this yisit 
1. Timothy was already a disciple^ and 

since he was converted by St. Paul's 

own ministry, 
1 Tim. i. i, ^* his own son in the faith," he must 

haye been converted in a former 
journey^ that is, when these persecutions took place. 
St. Paul's particular reference in his persecutions then, is to 
the place of Timothy's abode, and the scene of his conyer- 
sion ; and what more natural, than that the Apostle, when 
addressing a favourite convert, should revert to these 
pftrticttlar occurrences ? Should the exact coincidence of 
names seem a counterfeit, there is no ground for the sup- 
position. Fraud would have chosen a m6te obvious agrde* 
ment ; it would have referred to Timothy's knowledge of 
persecutions either at Philippi'or Thessilonica, ' where he is 
declared to have been present, rather than to those, in the 
account of which, the history says nothing about him ; and 
whein we find no mention of his name. till three years after, 
and that at an interval of one entire chapter of the Acts. 
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CHAPTER XIII. 

tBtS' CFI8TLB ia ' TlTW. 

No. 1. 

Tit. !• 19. St Paol quotes Epimenides, which 

may be called characteristiCt since no 
other writer of the New Testament appealed to heathen 
testimony^ while St. Paul repeatedly, did so.. Now in 
Acts XTii. 28. the same system is attribnted to himy 

. for he there quotes Aratns. Hero 
then is certainly similarity^-^in both cases the reference is to 
a heathen author. Still there is yariation suScieat to ncga^ 

tife a confederacy ; for if the Epistle had adopted the system. 
from the history^ why call Epimenides a prffpbeiy and not aa 
the history calls Aratus, a poet f That the history did not 
copy the Epistle, is almost certain from one fact, that 
throughout the former the name of Titus does not once 
occur. St. Jerome supplies another unaffected instance of 
the same habit of composition in St. Paul^ viz. — 

1 Cor. XT. 33. an Iambic of Menaoder's. Were the 

original authors extant, probably many 
similar instances might be noticed ; enough however are here 
to show the conformity. 

No. 2. 

Th»els a risible affinity between this Epistle and tka first 
to Timothy ; aa affinity not only in the subject, whiioh^ 



iT. 14. 


U.7. 


It. 12. 


ii. 15. 


m. 2—4. 


L 6—8. 
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from the similaritj of position of tho parties addressed, 
might be expected ; but in their respective directions and 
cautioDS) and eren, in many cases^ in phrases and expres* 
uons. As instances of this, compare 
1 Tim. i. 23. with Tit. i. 4, 5. "Nmore particularly the last 
. . iiii. 9. mtvfo passages, as inyolving 

C i. 14. V similar terms although in« 
termixed with other matter. 
But the affinity extends 
'also to peculiar express 
sions in each. Thus: — 

'^ It is a faithful saying," occurs thrice in 1 Tim. ; once 
in 2 Tim. ; and once in Titus ; and in no other of St. Paul's 
Epistles. Again the Epithet ^^ sound,'' as applied to doc« 
trine, occurs twice in 1 Tim., twice in 2 Tim., and thrice in 
Titus, besides two cognate expressions, but is found in the 
same sense in no other part of the New Testament. The 
phrase ^^ God our Sayiour," also, occurs thrice in 1 Tim., 
and thrice in Titus, and not again in the New Testament, 
except once in Jude. Now, how is all this more naturally 
accounted for, than by supposing the two Epistles to haye 
been written nearly at the same time, while the same ideas 
and phrases were still in the writer's mind? But is this 
supposition tenable? We haye already fixed the date of 
1 Tim. at a period subsequent to St. PauPsJirst imprisonm 
ment at Rome : by a similar investigation in this case, the 
Apostle's journey from Crete, and its consequences, (Tit. i. 
5.) carries this Epistle to. a period beiaeen his first and 
second imprisonment^ for it would seem (ch. iii. 12.) that 
this Wflis Written while St. Paul was at liberty. Again the 
first Epistle to Timothy (ch. i. 3.) was written from itfocf. 
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doniaj and that St Paul was In those parts, that is, in the 
peninsula, when he wrote to Titus, is yerj probable from 
Tit. iii. 12, the most noted Nicopolis being near Actium, 
Suppose then that St. Paul, after his liberation at Rome, 
sailed into Asia by way of Crete ; that from fiphesns, the 
capital of Asia, he proceeded into Macedonia ; and, crossing 
the peninsula, came into the neighbourhood of Nicopolis. 
Now such a route would exactly fall in with evert/ indivim 
dual particular. St Paul would then make his promised 
Yisit to Colosse and Philippi, might leave Titus at Crete, and 
Timothy at Ephesus, on his way to Macedonia.; and might 
write soon after to both from Greece, probably from the 
neighbourhood of Nicopolis. And this moreover would 
bring the dates of these Epistles togjeiker^ and so account 
for their manifest affinity* Now it is true that this is mainly 
hypothetic: be this howeyer remembered, that an hypothesis, 
including very many independent circumstances without 
contradiction, seldom belongs to, and is rarely compatible 
with falsehood. 
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CHAPTER Xjy. 

XHE XNSnS TO PVILEMOir. 

No. 1. 

Tn ^galar oorveBpondcocylietiiveQilia Epistle «Dd Uiat 
^ ike CaloKiass, Ins been atrondj vfemnrlLed (Gh. X. 
IVkK 4.) I^ow tiM case standi iJnn :-»From Coioldmia 
^ a wc , tliat No. oould not^a^e boen estabiisked; and the 
}amtismyhe said of tbe Epistle to PhUemoB idone ; con* 
ip9iABf Ijhem hoverer, l^a natter oomea out ele8r5-*^«<jie0e is 
ii ^fundian of "circtrmstanceB wbidi aseertains the cDiicliision 
trt mice. ' Bnt sore! j sveh a eetacideiice estiri^Iishes <l9ie 
genuineness of one Epistle as well as the other. It is tike 
comparing the two parts of a cloTen tally ; the coincidence 
proves the authenticity of both. 



No. 2. 

The coincidence as to Onesimos is perfect, as well in many 
other points as in that of his being a Colossiao. Thus, 
Philem. 10 — 12. St Paul, we read, had sent Onesimus; 

and accordingly, in 
Colos. iy. 7— -9. it is said that he sent Tychicus with 

Onesimus, Again, 
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Philem. 10. ^^ wham I have begotten in my bondsy^ 

wbik we see from 
Colos. IT. 7*— 9. that Onesimus was with Paul when he 

wrote to the Colossians, 
iv. 3. St. Paul writing while imprisoned. 

Further, in 
Philem. 22. St. Paul clearly looked to yisit his 

favoured convert; while in 
Phil. ii. 23, 24. he as clearly anticipated his speedy 

deliverance* 
The circumstances under which the Epistles to the Colos- 
sians and to Philemon were written, would naturally produce 
much affinity in the salutations; accordingly .we . find Jive 
names the same in both, «ud the name of Timothy in each 
superscription. Bat Tychicus does not salute Philemon; 
why is this ? Because Tychicus accompanied the letter^ and 
would therefore most probably see him. There is however 
one considerable diversity which negatives the idea of one 
catalogue having been copied from the other, viz. that in 
Colos. iv. 10. Aristarchua is called a ^ fellow pri- 

soner, while in 
Philem. 23, 24. he is not so called, but Epaphras is. 
Observe this is not a case where, in a general writing, an 
opening is left which an impostor is induced to fill up; as, 
for instance, because St. Paul is supposed to allnde (Col. iv. 
16.) to an Epistle to the Laodiceans, some person should, 
take the hint, and utter a forgery under that title. This is 
not such a case, for in the Epistle to the Colossians the 
name of Philemon is not once mentioned ; while the servile 
condition, the crime, fight, time or place of the conversion 
of Onesimus are not so much as hinted at. If then the 

H 
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THE EPISTIaE to HilLEBfON. 



Epistle to Philemon be a fiction, tbe author coald not, in 
any case, haye recciyed guidance from the genuine writings 
of the Apostle. 



Philem. 4, 5. 

Jtom. i. 8. 
Eph. i. 15. 
•Coios.i. 3, 4. 

1 Gor, i. 4. 

2 Thes. i. 3. 
Phil. i. 3. 

1 Thes. i* 1,2. 
^ Tim. i. 3. 
Philem. 19; 



No. 3. 

^^ Hearing of thy loye and faith," the 
same form of speech as 
where the Apostle is addressing those 
persons whom he had neyer seen. 
But to those whom he had seen, 

« 

'the phrase is quite different ; he does 
not. speak of ^' hearing" of them. 
Yet surely we learn from 



that Philemon had been converted by 
St.* Paul himself : here then is a pecu. 
liarity. Now by comparing Colos. with Philem., it appears 
that Philemon w.as:a Colossian : and further, that 

Colos. ii. 1. St. Paul had never been to Colosse. 

' 'While .then St. Paul might have met 
with and ponterted Philemon eUewhere^ his stibsequeut faith 
and conduct^ iK^asmuch as he lived in a city which the 
Apostle never visited, could only be known to him by re- 
pori. Is- there- the^ any difficulty in the Apostle's expressing 
himself as he does above ? 

The tendeitness and delicacy of this Epistle have long 
been admired* The character of the Apostle breathes 
throughout it^ and though he never loses sight of the dignity 
of his mission, we yet trace the warm and affectionate 
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teacher, see bim pleaffiog Vhbce ^h^rwise . he might etijoin, 

* and as ^' aged and a prboner," appeUing to a faroiirite con. 

i vert ia behalf of the child of his afilictions, — of him who had 

niinistered to him* in the bonds of ihe Gospel. In tonfor. 

inity Vith this method of appealing to the affections, see 

' St. Paulas discourse at Miletiis, his speecli before Agrippa, 

the Epistle to the Romans, 

(Ch. II. No. 8.) >^in fact some part or other of erery 
Gal. iv. 1 1-^0. yEpistle which he has written. Observe 
Phil. i. 29. — Stoo,- that these pathetic effusions, 
ii. 2.' " vdrawn- for the most part from his own 
SCor.vi. 1 — 1 3- >^ sufferings and situation, usually pre- 
cede a command, softeo a rebuke, or 
mitigate the harshness of some disagreeable truth. 
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CHAPTER XV. 

THE SDB8CBIFTI0NS OF THE EPISTLES. 

jSucA>f these subscriptions ar6 ^itb^r false ox. improbable ; 
either ^H>BtradhHed by the contents of the £pist]es, or irre- 
cofi^leabte. with them* 

I Oor* 8ab9x:rip. TJbe Epistle was written homPhUippij 

but 
xvi. 8, implies that ■ SU Paul . wrote from 

Ephesus^ .while the comp^eneiog; 
19. saiutatiop from the churcJ^of jisiq^ 
evidently, indicates him to ^ave bees in 
Asia at that time. ' 
h2 
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1 Thes. snbtcrip. 



iii. 6. 



Acts xTiii. fl. 



2 Thes. subscrip. 



Gal. sabscrtp. Is dated from Rome, yet 

U 6. St. Paal expresses surprise that the 

Galatians were so soon remored from 
him, whelreas his jouriney to Rome wa0 ten years posterior 
to their conyersioo. Again, St* Paul, though speaking 
much of himself in this Epistle, does not once mention his 
bonds, which in none of the Epistles^ written at that time, 
had he failed to do. 

Was written from Athens; yet the 
Epistle refers 

to the coming of Timothens from 
Thessatotika^ while 
states that Timothy came out of Ma* 
cedonia to St. Paul at Corinth, 
is also dated from Athens* If it be 
truly the second^ and refers, as it ap. 
pears to do, to the first, and the first was written from 
Corinth^ this date must be wrong; for the history does not 
allow the supposition that St. Paul returned from Corinth to 
Athens. 

fixes on Laodicea, but 
would naturally raise the idea that 
St. Paul wrote from Macedonia. 
is dated from Nicopolis in Macedonia, 
while no such city is known to hare 
existed in that proTince. 
Now there are only eleren distinct assignments of date to 
St. Paul's Epistles, (the four from Rome being considered 
as contemporary), and six of these seem to be erroneous. 
These subscriptions, be it remarked, do not pretend to be 
authentic parts of the Epistles ; they were founded sometimes 



I Tim. subscrip. 
i. 3. 

Titus subscrip. 
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on conjecture, sometimes on loose traditions, sometimes on 
partial inferences. But do not these then show, how easily 
errors and contradictions steal in where the writer is not 
guided by original knowledge ? And yet, if the Epistles 
are forgeries, it is from such elements, yiz. tradition, infe- 
rence and conjecture, that they must haye been composed. 
Had these subscriptions pretended to be authentic, more 
difficulties would haye arisen from them than from all the 
fipisties together; and it would have refnained to b^ ac- 
counted for, how so many errors in the concluding clauses 
CQ\ikl consist with so muph agreement in the other parts. 

The subscriptions howeyer are ancient scholia, and nothing 
more ; and the errors which we so , clearly detect in them, 
afibrd no slight argument in favour of the opinion, that as 
tbe Epistles, although still more ancient, do not contain 
such eri;ors, but on the contrary, present so much and so 
plaiti conformity, they must rest on more, solid ground, in ^ 
word, are b^sed on truth* 
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CHAPTER XVI. 

THECONCLUSION. 

It was proposed in the outset, and up to this point it has 
been adhered to, to keep all external evidence entirely out 
of sight, and to applj ourselves to the collection of those 
internal evidences of truth which result from instituting a 
comparison among the yarious parts. To this we now ad- 
here no longer. Undoubtedly the first proof of the genuine- 
ness of a production is the testimony borne to it by contesH 
porary writings, or those of the imitiediately succeeding 
ages. To this then we, in conclusion, hare recourse. The 
following propositions haye been established by Lardner :«— 

1st. That in the age immediately posterior to that of 
St. Paul, his letters were publicly read and acknowledged. 

Thus some of them are quoted or alluded to by almost 
every Christian writer; by Clement of Rome, Uerroas, 
Ignatius, and Poly carp ; all disciples or contemporaries of 
the Apostles — by Justin Martyr, the churches of Gaul, 
Irenasus, Athenagoras, Theophilus, Clement of Alexandria, 
Hcrmias, and Tertullian of the succeeding age. 

When a book is quoted by an ancient author, we naturally 
conclude it to have been receiyed in the age and country 0f 
that author, whateyer his judgment or character might 

have been. Now, of the ficst Epistle to the Corinthians in 

}' '■' 

partlciiliir : within forty years after its date, we have proof 
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not only of its being extant at Corifath^ but of its being 
known at Rome; Clement^ die bishop of the latter city, 
quoting it in a letter to die church of Corinth. And this^ is 
a tesdmony still more yaluable, as showing the Tarbus 
Epistles to have been preserved in the churches to which 
they were sent, aod tfaeoce to hare issued to the Christian 
community ; agreeably to which natural, order, Tertullian, 
a century ofter^ dedares, '^ in the Apostolic churches theua 
very authentic letters are recited." 

Arguing in like manner from citations and allusions, 

within 150 years of the writing of St Paul's first Episde, 

there is proof that almost all of them were read in Palestine^ 

JSyria, the countries of Asia Minor, in Egypt, in that part of 

Africa which used the Latin tongue, in Greece, Italy, and 

Gaul. I do not mean simply that within 150 years they 

were read, this probably they were from the beginning ; but 

that within 150 years foe have proof of it; and the only 

wonder here is, that, considering the circumstances, we have 

so much testimony extant. Lardner tells us, that in the 

remaining works of Irenaeus, Clement of Alexandria, and 

Tertttllian, there are perhaps more and larger quotations of 

the small volume of the New Testament, than of ail the 

works of Cicero, in the writings of all characters for several 

ages; and of this observation the Epistles of St. Paul^ eX" 

pressly as St. Paul's writings, come in for a full share. It 

is true that the Ebionites, an early sect of Christians, rejected 

St. Paul's Epistles ; but they rejected them, not because they 

were not, but oaly because they were St. Paul's; for, ad. 

heiing to the law, they chose to dispute both the Apostle's 

doctrine and authority. Marcion and Basilides again, here. 

jtics of the second century, rejected the Episties addressed to 



86 .THS COM0I«IJSl<MBr. 

Timothy and Titos, bit mereljr beoaose, being written te 
individuah^ they were necesairily destitute of the. siAetioa of 
particular churches; at the sum) iime' they admiiied aU 4he 
resty and Marciim e?eB the Epistle to Philteion, for.wluch 
inconsistency he is upbraided by TertnUiah. . . ^ 

Now this is all that disturbs the general €«fi8entx)f the 
first two centnries of the Christian era; and that eVen tiiio^ 
such as it was, was but feebly supported, we may well infer 
from the words of St. Jerome. — ^' If they'* (Marcion and 
Basilides) writes this father, ^' had assigned any reason 
whyjtheydid not reckon these Epistles (1 and 2 Timothy, 
and Titus,) to be the Apostle^s, we would hare endearonred 
to have answered them, and perhaps might'have satisied tde 
reader.) but when they take upon them'd^ their own suUhom 
rity^ to pronounce one Epistle to be Paul's, and' another 
not, they can only be replied, to in the same manner." 
Sufficiently arbitrary this ; but be it remembered, that even 
these men admitted ten out of the tkirte^ Epistles of 
St. P^ul. . , . 

2nd. They who in those ages disputed about so nuuiy 
other points, agreed in acknowledging the Soiptureai before 
us. The contending sects appealed to them in itheir contco'^ 
versies, and the appeal was final. HoweVer they baadifid^ 
from either side, the chaise of misiht^retatidA, their. 
authority was nerer questioned. 

.3rd. While the genuineness of some writings, whkh were 
in circulatioii, was contested, these were ttei^er called inta 
dispute ; and this is a strong testimony, because it showa 
that the early Christians did not receive waitings without 
examination ; that genuineness . was a subject of discussieo^ 
cTen-then, and that where there was room to. doubt, thc^y 
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did doubt. Euaebittft is known to have dirided the ecele- 
siasticsal writings extant/in his time into three classes; the 
first ckss he calls in one place the ^' uncontradicted," in 
another, ^' Scriptures • uniTersally acknowledged." Now, 
in this class of Scriptures, universally acknowledged, we find 
the whole thirteen Epistles of St. Paul placed, without the 
slightest hesitation or doubt. The method of Ensebins 
. moreOTer, and of the Christians of his time, (the close of the 
third century), in judging concerning these books, ought to 
be noticed ; they inquired after and considered the testimany 
af those who lived near the age of the Jpostles, 

4th. That no ancient writing, attested as these Epistles 
have been, has had its authenticity disproved, or is in fact 
. questioned. The conlrdversy, for instance, concerning the 
. Epistle of Phalaris, and the eighteen Epistles of Cicero, 
begins by showing this attestation to be wanting. That 
being shown, the question becomes one of internal exami. 
nation. And how have such writings been generally attacked, 
but by arguments of this kind : that they oppose ^^ authentic 
history," or ^^ true Epistles," or ^' the real sentiments or 
circumstances of the author whom they personate" ? Now, 
whataro all these, but so many ancient documents, whose 
reception can be proved, precisely as the writings before us 
are traced up to the age of their reputed author, or the ages 
near his? A modern, who composes a history of any 
ancient period, has no stronger evidence to which to'appeal ; 
nor does he apprehend any uncertainty in his authorities on 
that account. 

5th. It cannot be shown that any forgeries, properly so 
called,— -that is, writings published under the name of the 
person who did not compose them'-*appeared in the first 
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centary of the Chnstiin'^ra^in.iAicIk' costar^ these Epistles 
undoahtedly existed) (vide Lardner, toI. 12, p. 15^.) Nor 
when they did appear, were they nmch used by ihe primitive 
. Christiatos. Irenaeus nentibiis some of them) but ke never 
quotes them ; TertuUian inentibns one, but only to condemn 
it; Clement, of Alexandria and Origen have quoted several, 
but never' as authority^ <md someiUnes ztUk expires f marks 
of dislike. Eusebiiis quoted none ;; he has mentioned th^n, 
but onfy to show that they were of little or no valud, and 
were never received by the sounder part of 'Christians. 
Now compare this account with the drcum'staiices of our 
Epistles :-— That they were from the beginning, very .largely 
quoted; were not only received, but ifeceiVed with the 
greatest respect ; were publicly read in the churches throi^. 
eut the world, from !that time to this ; were early translated ; 
were commented upon ; were quoted as proa/ in 'all.argn. 
ments of a religious nature; were recommended to the 
perusal of unbelievers, as containing the authentic account of 
the Christian doctrine. Attend to this representation, fully 
borne out, and we have not only full ' proof .of 'the early 
notoriety of these our books, but. a clear and sensible ;line of 
discrimination, which separates these from the (iretensiotts of 
any others. 

On this head jS'^. Paulas Epistles stand particularly free 
from, doubt. No attempt to counterfeit theate appears till 
the end of the fourth century, and then only in a single mad 
obscure instance, rejected by every one, as: r^ort^d by 
Jerome and Theodoret, by whom alone, I believ«, of all the 
andents, is the attempt mentioned. Of that of the last 
century, antiquity is entirely siljent; it was ^unheard of for 
sixteen centuries ; and though extant, is nibt even admittefl 



into the Scriptures ot the Chri^ians of that country in whose 
language it. was^ fir^t f^und. ACter ,thiS| .no one will, I 
hope, think that there is any competition of credit or ex- 
ternal proof, between these .and the received Epistles ; or 
rather, there is nO one, I hope. Who wiU not acknowledge, 
that the evidence of auiheniiaittf i» cot^firm^d in oprbap/cfy by . 
the want of mccess tohich hus attended impotiture. , 

In these .Epistles, transmitted to m hy the suffrage and 
consent of antiqni^, the attemtion is arres)^.by the air of. 
reality .and bu^in^ss, as wel) as of seriQusjqeBS and.coati^tion, , 
which pervades the wfaol^e. It is thelangciage of a mind, 
actuated by real occurrences, and operating on real circttm- . 
stances. Nor is this an imaginary proof, though in<^)ipable 
of being drawn out in words. Let the hoQkn be read, and. 
the argument will, I think, not fail to discover itself in all 
its reality, ' . . 

And here, in its propel: place, comes in the. argument 
which it has been the. office of these pages to unfold. — , 
St. Paal's Epistles are connected with the history by th^ir 
particularity, ;aQd by the numerous circumsjtanees which are 
found In them. When we' descend* to an examination and 
comparison of these circamstances, we not only observe the 
history and the Epistles to be independent documents, un» 
known to, or at least unconsulted by. each other, but we 
find the substance, and oftentimes very minute articles of 
the history recognized in the Eptstlesj by allusions and 
references which can neither be imputed to design^ nor,, 
without a foundation in truth, be accounted for by acci- 
dent ; by hints and expressions, and single words, <lropping. 
as it were fortuitously from the pen of the writer, or drawn 
for£h, each by some occasion proper to the place in which it 
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ocGttrSy but widely remoyed from any ikiw to consistency 
or agreement. These, we know, are effects which reality 
naturally produces, but which, without reality at thebottora, 
cftn hardly be concdred to eiist. 

When, therefore, with a body of external evidence which 
is rejied upon, and which experience prores may safely be 
relied upon, • in appreciating the credit of sLncient writings, 
we combine characters of genuineness and originality which 
are not found, and which in the nature and order of things, 
cannot be expected to be found in spurious compositions^^— 
whatever difficulties we may meet with in other topics' of the 
Ghrbtian evidence, we can have little in yielding our assent 
to the following conclusions :— That there was such a person 
as St. Paul ; that he lived in the age which we ascribe to 
him ; that he went about preaching the religion of which 
Jesus Christ was the founder ; and that the letters which we 
now read were actually written by him upon the subject, 
and in the course of that his ministry. 

Let us now consider the confirmation which these letters 
of St. Paul afford to the Christian history : in my opinion 
they substantiate the whole transaction. Now there is, in 
general, a superior credit attributed to letters, in that the 
facts they disclose commonly come out, as it were inciden- 
tally, and therefore without design, either to mislead or to 
exaggerate. And this applies with much justice to the 
Epistles of St. Paul. A more inestimable treasure, there- 
fore, the care of antiquity could not have sent down to us. 
But besides the proof they afford to the general reality of 
St. Paul's history, to the knowledge the author of the Acts 
had of that history, and the consequent probability that he 
was, what he professes to bare been, a companion of the 



Apostles^ t^T-meet v^eMeMy some ef liie pt^acipal ol><* 
jeefiOQS <Ni wMeh tbe ad^persaries etf Chrtstranity hay« 
lbe«^kt |»F»per -to vely* Tfaej^ bItow in ptftkfiftaT*-^ 

l0t« I'^aft'C^ris^damitjr was not a story ^e^ on foot amid 
tlte-'coiffiisfoa wlrich arftended mbA inmeAittely preceded the 
destraofticMi ^ JeruMlea^^ for they pro^e that the TcSigH»a 
badfiMdiasd establii^A itseif before this state of thingli 
to»k ^oe» 

ted. l^alt ifliereas It hsth been inskuHiited) ^ot the 
Gospels may have he^i made up of reports and stOTies 
CMreat -U the ime; m%h vespeot to the £ptstles <4n$ is 
hnpoisible. I do mot for an i&stant allow .the imimntiod^ 
as ^qpplfed to the hisicricai part of the New Tei^ttient, to 
Imitt any t^lour of justice or probability ; but to the 
Epistles the insin«attoit is 'altogether inappficable. 

9rd», That tlie -conrerts to ChrisrtHtnity were not drawn 
from the barbarous, the mean, or -the ignorant men whieh 
hifidi^ity would represent. Letters betray the character of 
the writer, and, in some measure, of the persons to whom 
they are addressed also* Now to suppose that such letters 
as our £pist}es, were addressed to a rude tribe, incapable of 
thought or reflection, is truly unreasonable. Whatever 
else may 'be thought of them, the diction and argument of 
these Epistles put them far beyond the comprdiension of a 
barbarous people. 

44ti. St Panil^ history in 'his letters, is so impiteaied 
with that of the other Apostles, and with the substance of 
^e Christian history itself, that it will be found impossible 
to admit St. Paul's story as true (I do not here sp^ak of th^ 
miraculous parts of 1t>, and yet reject the rest as fabuldus. 
It is-ofoBervable both from the Epistles and the Acts, that 

I 
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-Jerusalem was the ceutre of the Christian world ; that from 
it the mifisioDaries issued ; that with it ^he other churches 
maiotaiaed a correspondence and connexion ; that to it they 
referred th^ir doubts, to its relief thej remitted their chanty. 
And this observation is very material ; for it shows that 
.i;bis was not a case of giving an account in one country of 
what transpired in another, without affording the hearers an 
opportunity of knowing whether the things related were 
^TJ'edited by any, or had even been published in the. place 
where they were reported to have passed. 

5th. That St. Paul's letters furnish evidence of the sound* . 
iie$s and sobriety of bis judgment His caution in distin- 
guishing between the occasional suggestions of inspiration, 
an4 the ordinary exercise of his natural understandi^ng, is 
without example in the history of human enthusiasm* His 
mpxaUty is every where calm, pure, and rational ; adapted to 
the condition, the activity, and the business of social life, 
•and of its various relations ; free from the over«scrupnlous. 
ness and austerities of superstition, and from— what was 
perhaps more to be apprehended — the abstractions of quiet- 
ism, and the soarings aqd extravagancies of fanaticism. 
His judgment concerning a hesitating conscience; his 
opinion of the moral indifferenpy of many actions, yet of the 
prudence and even the duty of compliance, where non- 
compliance would produce evil effects upon the minds of 
the persons who observed it. Is as correct and just as the 
most liberal and enlightened moralist could form at this day^ 
The accuracy of modern ethics has found no|Jiing to amend 
in these determinations. 

Is the Ifinguage of the 1 Cor. xiii. 1-^3^ that of an enthu^ 
Bjiaukt ?-;^that which prefers inward rectitude of pripcipte above 
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ereiy other religioiis accompHshment ? To call St. Pftnl a 
visionary, because be appeals to risions, or an enthusiast, be*, 
cause he pretended to inspiration, is to take the whole question 
for granted. And as to his zeal in the cause in which he was 
engaged, might not a deep impression of the truth, and a 
sense of its importance, supposing them well founded, pre^ 
duce the same effect in a mind the strongest and most sedate I 
6th. That these letters are decisive as to the sufferings of 
the author, the distressed state of the Christian church, and 
the dangers which attended the preaching of the Gospel. 



Col. i. 24. 
1 Cor. XV. 19. 

30, ac. 

Rom. viii. 17,18. 
S5y 36. 
xiL 13. 
1 Cor. vii. %6y 36. 
Phil. i. 39, 30. 
Gal. vi. 14, 17. 
1 Thes. i. 6. 
3 Thes. i. 4. 



Besides the point here pro?ed, which 
is of great importance, be it remarked, 
that in all these passages, the aiiusion 
is drawn from the writer hy the argu^ 
meni or the occasion^ * and therefore 
t- that the notice is perfectly incidental, 
and arises from no design of stating 
the facts. And this distinction, where 
the writer's information cannot be 
doubted, adds greatly to the value and 
credit of the history. 

If, however, more direct and explicit 
assertions be required, consult 
3 Cor. xi. 33«— 38. -% the latter extending to the other Jpos- 
I Cor. ir. 9 — 18. ) ties of Christianity, much of that which 

St. Paul declared concerning himself; 
and also 
1 Thes. ii« 3. > where the reference is accompanied by 

3 Tim. iii. 10, 11.3 a specification of tifne and place^ and 

an appeal, for the truth of what is 
declared, to the knowledge of the persons whom he addresses. 

I 3 
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.^ P^'thift paiat, tiieii, tWcTideBce of SI. PftHl i« eompYete. 
)i appears uoder every foiP%, by oGcaaioBal aUnsioms^ hj 
fdnU as<iertidn% by feaeral declaratioos^ aad by specific 

. 7ih. That St. P^a1| in these letterSy asserts in positive and 
.uoequiTOcal terms, his perfosmaii«e of raisaeleSy strictly afid 
properly so called. 

Gal. iii. 5, \ These texts are pktiui and to Aese, 

Rom. xv. 18, 18. > as admitting the same interpretatkm 
2 Cor. xii. 12. 3 when considered in conjiinciion with 

them, may be added 
1 Cor. ii. 4—6, That in tlie aboi?e three texts, the 
£ph. iii. 7. f words employed iip tb^ original^ are 

Gal. ii» 8. L the specific appropriate terms of the 

1 Thes. i. 5. / New Testameoi;, for pttblic sensible 

miracleSy and for nothing else, the 

classical reader may consult the following passages:** 

Mark xvi, 20; Luke xxiiL 8; John ii. 11, 33— liL 9— 

if. 48, 64— xi. 49 ; Acts ii. t^^y. 3 — v. I2^vi. 8 — rii. 

16 — xiv. 3— XV. 12; Heb. ii. 4. 

And that these words not only denote miracles,, as opposed 
to nataral efieets, bat that tliey denote visible^ and what 
may be called exiernai miracles, as distinguished either 
from inspiraiiark or vistonsy is plaiB-<^ 

1st. That St. Paul did not intend by these ^ miracles'* 
inspiration or secret illuminatioD, is clear, from the manner 
in which he speaks of them. He calls them '' signs and 
wonders VMroughi by him," and moffe&?er, ^^ wrought among 
them.'* Inspiration then, could not be here inteaded,— > 
the terms are inapplicable. And that he did not mean 
visions^ is equally clear from the same expressions, for these 
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terms are no where applied to visions. St. Pbul, it is true,' 
sometimes calls visions ^^ revelations :"— -^^ I will come to 
visions and revelations of the Lord;*' but he never calls 
them signs, or wonders, or mighty deeds; much less, 
<( wrought byhitny*^ and ^^ wrought amoit^ them." 

If then, St. Paul did not work actual, sensible, public 
miracles, ho has knowingly, in these Epistles, borne hia 
testimony to a falsehood ; and further, in ^200 instances, has 
advanced his assertion, in the face of those persons among 
whom he declares his miracles to have been wrought. Be it 
remembered that the Acts of the Apostles describe miracles 
wrought by St. Paul, which in their nature answer to the 
terms and expressions which St. Paul employs. 



Here, then, we have a man of liberal attainments, and in 
other points of sound judgment, who had addicted himself to 
the ser?ice of the Gospel. We see him, in the prosecution 
of his purpose, travelling from country to country, enduring 
every species of hardship, encountering every extremity of 
danger, assaulted by the populace, punished by the magis- 
trates, scourged, beat, stoned, left for dead; expecting, 
wherever he came, a renewal of the same treatment, and the 
same dangers; yet^ when driven from one city, preaching 
in the next ; spending his whole time in the employment, 
sacrificing to it his pleasures, his ease, his safety ; persisting 
in this course to old age, unaltered by the experience of 
perverseness, ingratitude, prejudice, desertion; unsubdued 
by anxiety, want, labour, persecutions ; unwearied by Long 
confinement, undismayed by the prospect of death. Such 
teas St. Paul. We have his letters in our hands ; we have 
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abo a history, purporting to> be written by one of his 
fdlow.traTellers, and appearing^ by a comparison with 
these letters^ certainly to have been written by sem^ person 
well acquainted with the transactions ol his life. Froi» the 
letters, as well as frooa the bistory, we gather not only the 
account which we hare staled of him^ b«t that he was one, 
out of nany^ who acted and suffered in the same maaaer ; 
and that of those who did so^ several had been the ceafNu 
nions of Christ's ministry, the ocular witnesses, or pretend* 
ing to be such, of- his miracles and of his reswrrectioa. We 
moreover find this same person referring in his lettm to his 
supernatural conversion^ the particiilars and accompanying 
circumstances of whkh are related ia the history ; and whicb 
accompanying circumstances, if all or any of them be true, 
render it impossible to have been a delusion. We also find 
him positively, and in appropri^e terms^ asserting that he 
himself worked miracles, a^rietiy and properly so called, in 
support of the mission whicii he executed; the history, 
meanwhile, recording various passives of his ministry which 
come up to the extent of this assertion* The question is, 
whether falsehood was ever attested by evidence like this. 
Falsehoods, we know, h^vc found theii way into reports, 
into tradition, into books ; but is an example Iso be met 
with of a man voluntarily undertaking a life of want <and 
pain, of incessapt fatigue, of continual peril ; submitting to 
the loss of his home and country, to stripes and stoningy to 
tedious imprisonment, and the constant expectation of e 
violent death, for the sake of carrying about a story of what 
was false, and of what, if false, he must have known to be so ? 
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CONTAIMINO 

A VERY CON€ISE ACCOUNT 

OF TME 

HISTORY OF THE CHRISTIAN CHUBGH; 

THE TRAVELS 0¥ ST. PAUL; 
A c»momfnjQfGWA% tablv 

OF 

THE EPISTLJE^S OF »T. PAUL, 

And a tndef separate AotouoC of eack» 



CHURCH HI3T0&Y. 

JjcgUB Christ, horn tW ^voxmnctmttkt of hiar mimsktyi 
ta tbe time of hto violeti* deatii, enifprLo^od bimself wholly. 
in ptttlkhkig hi» iostUiitioo iot Judeaiaiid GaiiUee.. H^made 
special choice of tweiye oat ol the number of his foHoiirers, 
to be cpmstantlyc with hlm^ aoMl who were tanimautemad'y 
whea his. own ministry was coneladed, to pudbliih. ins GtMpei 
and colleet disiciples f rom aUt parfe (rf'the'world.i After his; 
departure, they remained some tiine at Jervsalete^ aaidr chose 
one out of bis oon stout £DlhmrB in the- pkce of tbe tvaaior 
Judas; They bo^an^ their work hy pr<lclaiiBiiB§ tltf cnicified 
Jestts a» the Messiah fofetsdld by tbe Pio{iltets ; as he who 
was to be the future Jttc^ of mankind^ andf by caUio^ opoa 
all to p^OAt, bdieve^ and be haptHed^ in oidkfr to their 
salvation. Consideisable nwnbers aece^ied the proposal, 
which so alarmed the Jewish nrlersi, tfafeit they imprisoned 
two of the twelre, bat were snbseqpiienlly obliged to dfstoiss 
them only with a threat. They bowefer persevered uatil 
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the whole twelTe were cast into prisoo, sod being brought 
before the Jewish sanhedrim, were beaten for their disobe- 
dience to the injunction before given, bat, being once more 
charged to desist, were suffered to depart. But they neitlier 
quitted Jerusalem, or ceased from preaching. The Jewish 
rulers at length instigated the common people to a general 
persecution, when they proceeded to stone Stephen, one of 
the twelre, while Saul made haTOc of the Church, persecuting 
the Christians erery where, who, being thus driyen from 
place to place, spread the Gospel. In the heat of this mis- 
taken zeal, Saul was miraculously converted, thus bringing 
down upon himself the most bitter persecution from his 
former associates. An intermission of the sufferings of the 
Christians for a short time, which now occurred ; the Gospel 
w;as spread extensiTcly, the twelve Apostles remaining at 
Jerusalem, as the centre of the mission, and sending two of 
themselTes to confirm the churches as they were formed* 
Persecution, however, soon revived; and Herod Agrippa 
^' stretched forth his hand to vex certain of the Church." 
He beheaded one of the twelve original Apostles, and seized 
another in order to put him to death, the latter however 
being miraculously delivered from prison. 

The history now pursues a narrow path. Leaving the rest 
of the Apostles engaged in the propagation of the new faith, it 
details the separate memoirs of that eminent teacher, whose 
sudden conversion to the faith had been before related. Tra- 
velling with another to propagate the faith, but subsequently, 
on a disagreement, separating from him, and pursuing a sepa- 
rate route, the history proceeds with the account of this one, 
viz. the Apostle Paul, for such was the name he took after 
^^s conversion. Hitherto his travels had been copfioed to 



Ad*, w^ere/witk hh companion, be met wiA inanjr dtngcfs 
and peMeqatioBft* At Aatioch their persons were insulted, 
and tiietK Ufie» endai^j^Bed. Expelled from thence, they 
came to IcDnilln^ wKete attempts were made to stone them, 
•At Lystm, one of then wtts actually stoned, and left for dead* 



ST. PAUL'S SECOND JOURNEY. 

The Apostle h^Tu^ parted from his former companion, 
proceeded from Jerusalefli) and takiag with him Luke, who 
was the writer of the htttory, crossed for the first time the 
^gean Sea. 

Acts xvi. 33^ ^4> 33. — Philippic in Macedonia. Here they 

were cruelly whipped, and 

cast into the inner prison , 

but after their liberation 

they passed through 

AmphipoUs oitci) notwithstanding their treat. 

Apollonia^ S ment, and came to 

zrii. 1 — 5. — Thessalonica^ where the house they 

lodged in was assaulted by 
their enemies, in order to 
bring them cat, but they 
were not found within. At 
BereOj they met with more quiet, 

but being soon driven by 
persecution to 
xvii. 13.*—- Athens. St. Paul there preached the 

Gospel, and proceeded to 
the extremity of the jour- 
ney. 
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Acts tfin. 13.— Corinihy where he abode quietly for 

a time, but the JeW» soon 
made an insurrection) and 
bronght him before the 
Roman president, where 
xviii. 18. — his deliferance was solely 

owing to the magistrate's 
contempt for these con. 
troversies. 



ST. PAUL'S TRIRD JOURNEY. 

Acts xYiii. 22.— Ephesus, Through this city St. Paul 

returned from Corinth into 
Syria, and again Tisited 
Jerusalem, at which place 
he was too active to re. 
main long, so proceeded to 
33.-* Antioch^ and after some stay there, 

traversed once more the 
northern provinces of 
Asia Minory ending his progress at 
xix, 1,9, 10. — Ephesus. Here he continued two 

years, indeed until cla- 
mour produced a tumult 
in which he nearly lost his 
i life. Driven from Ephesus, 

I he renewed his labours in 

Greece, and after passing over 

I Macedonia, returned to his former sta^ 

tion at 

xz. 1, 3.— Corinth, at which place he termi. 

nated his last journey. 
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rr. haul's return. 

A CONSPIRACY of the Jews frustrated his intended return 
from Corinth into Syria, and conipeUed him to trace back 
his steps through 

Macedonia. Proeeeding^ therefore to 

PAfVfppt) he thence took shipping into 

Asia^ along the coast of which he 

pursued his TOyage to reach 

Acts ui. ^7—33. — Jerusalem, by the feast of Pentecost. 

Here however, some old 
opponents, who had come 
from Asia tp the feast, in- 
' stigated the populace, who 
seized him in the tem- 
ple, and forced him out, 
and would hare destroyed 
him but for the protection 
XX. 16. — of the Roman guard* St. 

Paul was thence forwarded 
to 

xxir. 27.— Rome^ where for two whole years 

he was permitted to dwell 

with a soldier that guarded 

him, and preached the 

Gospel to all that came tQ 

his house* 
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ST. ^PAUL'S EPISTLES, 

Ai:coii]ltM« tro im* fkAsovER^ nuvs whom other critics 
jDiffVBA IV ara tbrv mutxrial degree. 

Epistles, Places, a.d« 

1 The3sab)Biao9 Corinth. ^.«.^«..«.». ..»...«.«•••«.»..„ dS 

2 Thessaloi^iaas Corintk 52 

fiaikitiinw |Co.i:iu4li near the end of 52 

' Cflff IJpb^gus beginning of 53 

1 Corintbiaus.^. EJphesoft the beginning of 53 

1 Timothy^ MAcedonia 56 

Titus ..«••••.«....«. Macedpnia, or near it, before end of 56 

2 Corinthians*. • Macedonia about October of 57 

Romans«...,.....«. Corinth about February, 58 

£phesian&...*^.« Rome.M about April) 61 

2 Timothy ,.M.* Rome about May, 61 

Philippians Rome,.^ before the end of 62 

C9tos6iaoB«..«««i« Rimifir ••»«..,« «^ before^e-endof 62 

P(tu2Qi]i^iu».«««». B«ne^.« before the end of 62 

Ui^VtewB,M..»s.*,., iU)nu3, or Italy..,. in spring of 63 
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Of rat AGT8 Of taE apostles; 

This Diyine Histpfyis etidentfy a secopd p^rt or conti- . 
nnation of St* Luke's Gospel^ as appears from -^ the Tery , 
b^inniDg of it. It forms a c^qtral of intermedU^te book to . 
connect the Gospels and the Epistles, 

As :the narratiTO reaches dg^wn to the year 63, the Acts 
cannot hare been written earlier than that period; aqd. 
that they were not written niLUch later, may be iqfenred from; 
the subject being continued no farther, which otherwise it 
would probably haye been; at least St. Luke would haye 
been apt. to haye giyen the issue of St. Paul's imprisonment at 
Rome, a result which every Christian reader must haye been 
curious to have known. 



Of THi BPlSTIrES. 

f 

T9E $up and subst^^ of the Cl^ristian Reli^on is con-« 
tained in the history f>f the life aqd death, the doctrines and, 
discpursei of our .I^r^ fn Hhe Four Gospels. , The episto. 
lary writings of the Appsdes were occasional, li(eing intended, 
to coufirqi tl^ se^ei^al churches to whom t]iey are addressed, , 
in the same rules of Gospel faith and practice, as they had^ 
been before instructed in ; and are accommodated to the 
disputes and controyersies, errors and fakse notions, that 
prevs^led among them. 

The general method obsenrable in these apostoUc letters 
is, first, to discuss the particular point debated in the church, 

K 
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or amoog the peisons to whom they are addressed, and 
which was the pceaskm fit Iheir.Mpg wrfM^n f and in the 
next place, to giye such exhortations to ererj Christian 
dnty and tiirtile, as wotkld be at ail tiSKes, and hi tr^tj 
chur<$h, of necessary and absolnte importance, paying a 
pinrtlcalar regard to those Tirtu^s Which the dii^Utes that 
occasioned the Epistle, might tempt diem'to negfect' 
' Of this Eptetles^ foortie^n nst^ by St. Pttnl; which, how. 
^er, lire not placed (s^ tlie Chronologicftl "fable) V(]coM. 
ing to the order of time in which thejr ware written. 
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Of THE SPISTU TO TBS XOMAJIS. 

This celebrated Epistle was written by St Paul from 
Corinth, when he was setting out for Jerusalem, with the 
supplies which had hfita eolhcMk ^ Macedonia, and at 
Corinth ; that is, according to Dr. Ijardner, in the begin* 
King, or, accbrdhg to Miehadis, towards the^end of the 
yiear 57, the fourth of the Emperor Nero. 

Upon an examination of-thii Epistle with-lfae Aets, <see 
page sj) the tinie and jiilace fo dcarfy aseertafated t6 be sft 
the close of St. Paul's second tIsH to the PteUisula of 
Qreece. ' 
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1 . ' . » » •• . >■ t . . . I. . .:,'), . , 

: CoBXKTH wa9 ft Wealthy and lu^urioas city, situate ia 

Aci^aia, upon the Isthmas or nieck of laod which joios 

^ ■ . • «... ,. . . » < - ' 

Morea to the r^ of Greece* Near it were jcelebrated those 
Isthmiaq. gameiii to which St Paul alludes in this Epistlij. 
In Corinth St. Paul had spent two years planting a Chris- 
tian churchy which. consisted, like most? of the others, of a 
portion of Jewish couTerts.; and haTing bieen absent fro^ 
them about three years, they were over-run with great dis- 
orders, and split into Tarious sects and factions. 

This occasioned the following Epistle, which was written 
by St. Paul just before his departure from Ephesas, accord* 
iog to Michaelis, about Easter, in the year of Christ 57, or 
the third of Nero. 



QP rWB SECOND EPISTLE TO TBS CORINTHIAITS. 

St. Paul's First Epistle had wrought different effects 
among the Corinthians. Many of them had been brought 
to look more closely into themselves; they excommu- 
nicated the incestudus man; requested St Paul's return 
with te^rs; and vindicated him and his office against 
the false teacher and his adherents. Others of thetn 
still adhered to that' adversary of St. Paul, expressly 
denied lis apostolical offirce, and even furnished themselves 
with pretended arguments from that Epbtle. St Paul had 
formerly promised to take n journey from Ephesus to 
Corinth, thence to visit the Macedonifuis, and return from 
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them to Corinth ; but the unhappy state of the Corinthian 
charch made him alter Jas iatentiiMiv lainea: WCraoiy had be 
Tisited them, that he must have treated them with much 
severity. Hedce hf^ adtersaries partiy Wgdied,— ikt That 

^St. Paul was irresolute' and' linsieady, and th6re!fore could 

' not be a proi^het ; 2ftdljr.' The ' fttprobabiltty of bis eVfcr 

coming to Corinth again, Mnce lie appeared to be afraid 6f 

theiri. 

^ Stich was the' state of the Corinthian church, when 

St. Paul, after his departure from Ephesus, having Tisited 

'Macedonia,* received an account of the above pdrticula^ 
from Titus ; and therefore wrote them his Second Epistle, 

'about the end of the same year, or the bcginnhig of 

*A. D. 58. 



OF THE EPISTLE TO THE GALATIAVS. 

The Galatians were descended from those Gauls who had 
formerly invaded Greece, and afterwards settled in Lower 
Asia. St. Paul had* preachefd the Gospel among the Gala. 
tians Iq the year 51, soon after the council held at Jerusalem ; 
and at that time Asia swarmed with zealots for the law of 
Moses, who sought to impose it upon the Gentiles* Soon 
after St. Paul had left the Galatians, these false teachers 
had got among them, and desired them to be circumcised, 
&c. This occasioned the following Epistle, which an emi* 
nent critic (Michaelis) thinks was written in the same year, 
before St Paul left Thessalonica ; but Dr. Lardper dates it 
; about the end of the year 6%.Qt vx the very beginning of 53, 
before St Paul set out to go to Jerusalem by way of Ephesus. 



APPENDIX. 107 



OF YRE EPXSTLB TO THE ZPHIHAWS. 

Epbxivs was the chief city of all Asia on this side Mount 
Taurus. St. Paul had passed through it in the year 54, but 
without making any stay. The following year he returned 
to Ephesus, and stayed there three years. • • 

During his abode there, he completed a yery flourishing 
church of Christians) the first foundadons of which had 
been laid by some inferior teachers. As Ephesus wa» fre- 
quented by persons of distinction from all parts of Asia 
Minor, St. Paul took the opportunity of preaching in the 
ancient countries ; and the other churches of Asia being con. 
sidered as the daughters of the church of Ephesus, an 
Epistle to the Ephesians was, in effect, an Epistle to the 
other churches of Asia also. 

In the year 61, St. Paul was carried prisoner to Rome the 
first time ; and during his confinement there, which was not 
,Yery close, he wrote the Epistles to Philemon, the.Colos- 
sians, the Ephesians, and the Philippians. 

Hence all these Epistles bear so great a resemblance in 
their style and manner. 

Of these four, Dr. Lardner thinks .the Epistle to the 
Ephesians was first written by the Apostle in the spring 
A. o. 61, as soon as cottveniently could be, after his friends 
at Rome had taken a lodging for him, and he was settled 
In it. 



K 3 



108 ' AFPMSiinXi 



OV TBE BPlgf&E TO THE Ff[IZ.lPPIAM8. 

PfiisiFPX W96 a cHj of no great extent in Macedonia, 
near the Inirders of Thrace. 
) The Christian religion was. fir^t planted there about the 
year 51, by St. PanI, who left St, Luke and Timothy to cari^y 
on the work. He afterwards paid them a second Tisit^ and, 
it is, probable, saw them afterwards a third time. 

This Epistle wa9 sent at the same time with the preceding, 
viz. A. D. 69 or 63. ' 



OF THB BPISTLE TO THE COLOSSIAMS. 

CoLossE was a considerable city of Phrygia in Asia Minor. 
St. Paul himself had not been at this city when he wrote 
this Epistle, though he had some years before travelkd 
through Phrygia. 

However Epaphras had founded a Christian church at 
Colosse, and perhaps in the neighbouring cities of^ Laodicea 
and Hierapolis. It is probable that some Colossians who 
had heard St. Paul preach at Ephesus, might be converted 
by him; and among them Philemon, to whom. St. Paul 
addressed his Epislle so intituled. 

Now the churches of Colosse, Laodicea, and Hierapolis, 
were exposed to more imminent danger of being seduced by 
false teachers, as they had not received the Gospel imme* 
diately from an Apostle, but from Epaphras; since they 
might reasonably question whether Epaphras might not err 
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in some respects. This occasioned St. Paul's anxiety for 
theni) and induced Um to, confirm th^ doctrine of E^iiphras 
bj this Epistle, which was written from Rome about, the 
same time with the preceding, k, d. 62 of 63. Dr. Lardn^r 
considers that this and the Epistle to Philemon were sent 
away together by Tychi.cus and Onesimus, although that to 
Philemon was probably first deliyered. 

This Epistle to the Colossians is so like that to the Ephe« 
sians, both in language and contents, that the one will 
greatly illustrate the other. 



OF THE FIRST EPISTLE TO THE THESSALONIANS. 

Thessalonica was in St. Paul's time the capital of 
Macedonia. St^Paul had preiiched theroia tiie year 51, 
when some few among the Jews received the Gospel ; but a 
great multitude of those Heathens who confessed one only 
true God, became converts id Christ. Hence the majority 
of the church codsisted Of native Heathens, who had for* 
merly heen idolaters. The Jews, ever jealous of the admis* 
sion of the Gentiles to the same privileges with themselves, 
rdsed such a disturbance, that St. Paul, with Silas, was 
obliged suddenly to withdraw, When they pursued him even 
to Berea. There he left Silas and Timothy, and fled to 
Athens, ordering them to follow him. Timothy did not 
long continue there with St. Paul, but was sent back to 
Thessalonica ; and wiren he returned, found St. Paul at 
Corinth, where he resided a year and n half, and in 'the 
former part of that time this Epistle was probably written^ 
viz, a;boat A« o* 53. 
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The Second Epistle to the Thessalonians was sent from 
(Jorinth soon after the first, yiz. A. d. 52. St Paul found 
that the Thessalonians still considered the day of judgment a$ 
at hand, and that the disorders before reproyed were still to 
be found among them. He therefore in this second Epistle 
shews, from some prophecies not yet fulfilled, that the last 
day was still distant ; and proceeds to give them more par* 
ticular directions how to conduct themselyes towards those 
disorderly persons. 



OF THE VmST XP|8TI>B TO TIMOTHY. 

Wb haye an account of Timothy ia the Acts of the 
Apostles, and in other parts of the New Testament, from 
which he appears to haye been a youth of most excellent 
qualities, and almost constantly the companion of St. Paul. 

This First Epistle to him is by some dated a. d. 65, but 
by others, on better grounds, about A. d. 56 or 58$ at the 
time of St Pai^l's journey into Macedonia. 



OP THE SBCONO KPISTLE TO TIMOTHY. 

This Spiaitle, according to aome eritics, was written by 
St Paul, at Home, dufiag his first imprisonment there, and 
was sent to Timothy in the summer of the year 61 ; but 
odwrs rather think it was written during the Apostle's last 
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. impriaonment ihere^ npt ycirjr fosg before iie sealed tlie trith 
with his blood, which is eommonly pUo^ AbQuA 4« :]>• )S6 

That Timothy was at Epli^sns, or |ip JUow^r Asia^ wh^ 

this Epistle was seat to ))ioi|, appeiir^ froin 4be {rogiiivit 

. mentioa in it of peicK>ns residing at ijph^as^ . :;. 

The Epistle coi|sif is ci^ie^j pf . affectipfiate advice to 

l^imothfi thencefeorirar^ to be actlye ia opposing false 

teachers, and in propagating th^.^pspel. 



OF TH£ SPISTLS tO TITITS. 

This may be called an Epistle to the Cretans; for 
St. Paul nicant not so inuch to instruct Titus, as fo furnish 
him with a rule' to lay before the ICretans, to which he might 
appeal, whenever unworthy and unqualified persons, at- 
tempted to obtrude themselyes into the episcopal office. 

TituS was a Greek, and probably owed his conversion to 
St. Paul, who fourteen years after took him with him to 
Jerusalem to the great council, held there in the year 49. 
Some years after, St. Paul dispatched him to Corinth, to 
bring him an account of the state of that church ; and after- 
wards sent* him thither 'again,' to hasten the collection for 
'the poor Christians in Judea. After this we hear no more 
of him, till he is mentioned in this Epistle; as having. been 
With St. Paul in Crete. 

This Epistle, according, to Dr. Lardner> was. written to- 



donift)' or near it. 

Mtchadis and othersy bower er, think that it was m^e 
prtlbMy written in St Paal*a lait progress t^rougii tkfi' 
Asiatic chonibes, between Ut first and second itiprisoiOttebt: 
at Rome, though the precise year thej are not able iQ 
deterttiine. Tttns had been left at Criste, to Settle* fbe 
church whieh St* Panl had probably established there, in ami 
after his first journey to Rome*^ , . 
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OP Tax EFISTLS TO VHILSXOV. 

Pmtiuox seems to haye been one of St. Paul's first 
fruits of the church of Ephcsus, and not to hate been con* 
terted like the rest by Epaphras, but by St. Paul himself, 
baring probably come to Ephesus while St. Paul waa 
there. 

This Epistle was written from Rome, (at the same time 
with the Epistles to the Colossians^ Philippians, &c.) about 
A. o. 62 or G3« 



OP THS XPISTLS TO THE HBBEBWS. 

This apbstolic letter, at:cording 'to the best authors, boih 
ancient and modem, was the genuine work of St« Paul ; 
and according to the ancients, was originally written in the 
Hebrew or Syriac language, out of whlch'it was translated 
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iBt0 -Greek bf some apostolic person, w&o is belieted ib 
baye been either St. Luke or Clement. 

Some eminent critics, howerer, among the modems, find 
reasoti to think our present Gieek copy not to have been a 
translation but the original, and that the ancients were 
mistaken in thift respect. 

St. Paul, contrary to his usual custom, did not prefix his 
name to this Ej^stle, and for a Tery.obTious rea8on,-^that 
he might not too earljr awaken the prejudices couceifed 
against hun by the Jewish conrerts, which might haye led 
them to throw it aside unpemsed. It was written towards 
the end of, or soon after St. Paul's imprisonment at Rome, 
A. D. 03, to the conyerted Jews of Palestine, here called 
Hebrews, as distinguished from Ihe Hdtenists, or foreign 
Jews. A seyere persecution had depriyed thenv of the 
Apostle St. James, and had rendered almost that whole 
chprch wayering in the faith. To confirm some, and to 
recoyer others from their apostacy, was the purport of this 
Epistle. 
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